Rogers, Laura

From: (R

Sent:  Saturday, June 02, 2007 10:53 PM
To:  GetSMART
Subject: Sexual predators new laws

Why | put this together and
some other issues:

1. When parents check the
computer, they should
have a clear
understanding of what
crimes the sex offender
has committed.

2. Having clear laws and
language describing the
crime the same
nationally will help when
a sex offender moves.

3. Having clear laws and
language throughout the
nation will also help
young men and women
realize what behavior is a
crime. Our society is
saturated by sexual
images in the media,
internet and in our
society as a whole — strip
clubs, adult stores with

~ pornography etc., adult
movies and
programming on
television, prostitutes,
magazines, etc.

4. The issue with the
tattooing is that it would
be much easier for
families and children to
be safe if we are still
letting these people out
of jail and prison. It is
time we make children
and families more
important than a sexual
predator. '
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SEX OFFENDER'S CRIME
Sexual Assault:

First Degree

Second Degree (Unable to Consent)
Incest

Attempted Sexual Assault: No
Penetration

First Degree

Second Degree

Incest

Intent to Commit Sexual Assault:

Sexual Assault by Voyeurism (wanting someone to see, fear, hurt)

Sexual Assault by Indecent Exposure (wanting someone to see, fear, hurt)
(vs. Exhibitionism)

Trespass/Burglary

Sexual Exploitation of Children:
Possession of Child Pornography
Trafficking in children;
~ Procurement of a child for sexual exploitation;
Soliciting for child prostitution;
Pandering of a child;
Procurement of a child for prostitution;
Keeping a place of child prostitution;
Pimping of a child;
Inducement of child prostitution;
Patronizing a prostituted child;
Engaging in Sexual Conduct in a Penal Institution;
Wholesale Promotion of Obscenity to Minors; and
Promotion of Obscenity to Minors
Criminal attempt, conspiracy or solicitation to commit any of the above offenses.

Statutory Sexual Assault
child/child - boyfriend/girlfriend - with consent

PUNISHMENT

Mandatory Family Counseling (Fine)
Probation, Offender Counseling (Fine)
3-12 months jail, Tattoo, Offender
Counseling (Fine)

1-5 years prison, Tattoo, Offender
Counseling (Fine)

6-10 years prison, Tattoo, Offender
Counseling (Fine)

11-20 years prison, Tattoo, Offender

Counseling (Fine)
21 years to life in prison with the choice

of death

AGE OF OFFENDER 0--4 5--8 9--1112--14 15--17 18 older
l B .
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IAGE OF VICTIM

j0--4

SEXUAL ASSAULT
1ST OFFENCE

ATTEMPTED
SEXUAL ASSAULT
1ST OFFENCE

INTENT TO COMMIT
SEXUAL ASSAULT
1ST OFFENCE

SEXUAL
'EXPLOITATION OF

CHILDREN

1ST OFFENCE

STATUTORY (I NEED TO CHECK
THE LAWS WITH AGE
DIFFERENCES)

SEXUAL ASSAULT

1ST OFFENCE

SEXUAL ASSAULT
2ND OFFENCE

ATTEMPTED
SEXUAL ASSAULT
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5--8
9--11
12--14
15--17
18 older

0--4 5--8 9--1112--14 15--17 18 older
0--4
5--8
9--11
12--14
15--17
18 older

0--4 5--8 9--1112--14 15--17 18 older
0--4 '
5--8
9--11
12--14
15--17
18 older

0--4 5--8 9--1112--14 15--1718 older
0--4
5--8
9--11
12--14
15--17
18 older

0--4 5--8 9--1112--14 15--1718 older
0--4
5--8

9--11

12--14
15--17
18 older

0--4 5--8 9--1112--14 15--1718 older
0--4
5--8
9--11
12--14
15-17
18 older

0--4 5--8 9--1112--14 15--1718 older
0--4
5--8
9--11
12--14



2ND OFFENCE 15--17
18 older

0--4 5--8 9--1112--14 15--17 18 older

0--4
5--8
INTENT TO COMMIT 9--11
SEXUAL ASSAULT 12--14
2ND OFFENCE 15--17
18 older
0--4 5--8 9--1112--14 15--17 18 older
0--4 : v
5--8
SEXUAL 9--11
EXPLOITATION OF 12--14
CHILDREN 15--17
2ND OFFENCE 18 older
0--4 5--8 9--1112--14 15--1718 older
0--4
5--8
STATUTORY 9--11
SEXUAL ASSAULT 12--14
2ND OFFENCE 16--17
18 older

* making it simple for everybody it the best way to keep us all save. And it starts with the children. I'm a
victim myself and it destroyed my life for many years. Until we prove to our children that they are
important enough to protect, we will continue down this road. The more children that are victims of this

abuse, the more predators we are creating.

Contact:
Author Becky Due

The Gentlemen's Club, A Story for All Women
ISBN: 0-9746212-0-X

Blue the Bird, On Flying

ISBN: 0-9746212-1-8

Touchable Love, An Untraditional Love Story
ISBN: 978-0-9746212-2-7
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Rogers, Laura OA’AW"&.

From:  GEEEE—

Sent: Wednesday, July 25, 2007 7:46 PM
To: GetSMART
Subject: AWA response

Mr. Gonzales,

I am writing this letter in regards to the recently passed Adam Walsh Act and in regards to sex offender
registration in the state of Washington. As the mother of four children and a teacher in the state of
Washington, I share your concern for the welfare of not only my children and students but of those
everywhere. In addition, I am a survivor of childhood sexual abuse.

Because of your concern for children and indeed the community in which children reside, I commend
you for your efforts to protect children and pass legislation designed to make America safer for the
future generation. I know that you are only interested in doing what is best for children and families.
However, I am frustrated at the lack of effective legislation and at the amount of laws and regulations
passed at both the state and national level which are not only ineffective and expensive, but harmful to
families. While I recognize that sex offenses are abhorrent, I am disgusted at how many laws continue to
be passed that ignore real statistics and instead feed into the media and politically induced hysteria
surrounding these crimes. Relying solely upon statistics published by America's own department of
justice, it is apparent that lawmakers are either unaware of the true statistics or are tummg a blind eye to
the truth. I pray that you are not one of these lawmakers

The Adam Walsh Act (AWA) is hailed as legislation that will "finally" tighten up the registration laws
and reduce or eliminate repeat offenses. Nothing could be further from the truth. This law has tightened
registration laws to the point that it will make it nearly impossible for registered sex offenders to fully
comply. This will result in further unnecessary incarceration as well as send even more underground.
Frankly, these results will make it more difficult and expensive for law enforcement to keep tabs on
previous offenders and many agencies have already voiced this concern. However, I have additional
concerns that deal specifically with the lives and welfare of thousands of children across the United

States and in the state of Washington.

Families are the basic unit that this country is built upon. Sex offenders are not all crazed individuals
and they each have families of their own—families who do in all likelihood have voting rights.
However, many sex offender families are afraid of speaking out for fear of repercussion. I no longer fall
into this category—and I am the wife of a sex offender. I speak from experience and with concern for
the welfare of sex offender families everywhere. It is a media induced fallacy that all sex offenders re-
offend; in fact, the below listed department of justice study and many others indicate that only about 5%
~ do re-offend. Those who do, I have little if any sympathy for and agree that they should receive stiffer
penalties along with those who use heinous violence and/or rape pre-pubescent children. However, there
are quite a few on the registry who are guilty of having a consensual relationship with someone
underage (often someone who lied about their age) or who are guilty only of turning 18 and continuing
in a relationship started before that magical birthdate. I have also witnessed firsthand and know of other
situations that involve an accusation rendered just to secure custody or to take revenge against someone.
None of these situations are violent nor do any of these individuals pose a threat or serious risk to
society in general and yet they are treated nearly the same as or worse than a serial criminal and even a

violent child rapist.
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I have felt that Washington laws, registration requirements, and notifications were actually quite fair and
took into account the differences among crimes. As the wife of a soon-to-be released sex offender who
had an affair with a teen (incidentally, whose guardian knew about the affair, met him, and even drove
her to our home), I have felt that the laws were in the best interest of all involved and even supported my
husband in his decision to plead guilty in order to spare her family the ordeal of a trial and the
embarrassment to her negligent parents. However, this federal piece of legislation flies in the face of you
and other WA lawmakers' due diligence and sets up ridiculous laws that seriously jeopardize my -
family's—including our children—right to privacy, property, and even safety and so I am speaking out
to encourage you to stand up for the rights of our state to govern itself.

The AWA's way of tightening restrictions includes dividing all offenders into three tiers with no regard
to circumstances, recidivism risk, completion of treatment, or anything else. Instead it lumps nearly all
offenders together and will increase the risk level of nearly all offenders. My husband is one of those
who will be moved from a low risk level 1 to a tier 2 thus changing his registration period from 10 years
to 25 years and requiring 6 month registration instead of annual registration. This is costly to the
American taxpayers and does nothing to improve public safety. In fact, it compromises it as the
increased publicity and public access provides anyone the "right" to view private information about
thousands of families, many with children, across the United States and it removes any incentive to
complete treatment. As a teacher, I have already personally witnessed bullying that can occur when a
parent of one student is discovered by another student's family to be on the registry. Hysteria is bred

— -~ when the words "sex offender" are used. Irresponsible laws such as these incite paranoia and the
incorrect information that feeds into this is creating a sub-class of citizens with little or no rights even if
they are only guilty of being the family member or child of a sex offender.

The AWA compromises the safety of my children, and thousands more, by insisting that all sex
offenders be lumped together in one of three categories without taking into consideration circumstances.
My husband, under WA law, is a level 1 since he committed a class C felony in the 3rd degree,
indicative of the consensual relationship it was. His relationship was wrong, make no mistake, and I
cannot overstate just how hurtful and wrong it was. However, we have been able to work through this
horrible affair and begin the process of healing. Why, then, must my address and the address of my four
children be posted on the internet for all to see? This will be the case under AWA and it opens all of us
up for public scrutiny, for vandalism, for ridicule and more. In addition, this law requires that all
vehicles he will have access to be listed. How will that be safe for my teen-age soon-to-be driver when
she is driving a vehicle registered to a sex offender whose license plates are publicly registered? Or for
me when I drive such a car to work? In addition, publishing employer information will discourage
employers from providing employment which further jeopardizes our family economically. While this is
not deemed "punishment" these requirements certainly do punish the innocent members of our family. -
Likewise, listing our ISP provider, e-mail addresses, and related information furthers the breach of -
safety and privacy that my children and I, as law abiding citizens, should be allowed to enjoy.

 invite you as a responsible atttorney general to visit the Department of Justice website and examine the
true recidivism statistics and learn about why sex crimes should not be all lumped together. I also invite
you to re-read the constitution and its stance against ex-post facto laws. WA laws work and many other
states do as well. We do not need the federal government overturning states's rights. When faced with
the numbers, I'm confident that you will also find that the 10% reduction in funding will be less than the
amount of money it will actually take to implement this law in our state.

Below I have listed several websites that provide information about sex offender families—for my
family is really not all that unique and we are banding together to protect our families since lawmakers
are choosing to put us in harm's way. I pray that you choose not to be one of them. Continue to work
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hard for America and work to change ineffective and expensive legislation to make it equitable, fair, and
safe for ALL of America's children—including mine.

In this upcoming election year I, and thousands of citizens just like me, are watching these decisions so
that we will know how to vote. While the sex offenders we care for may not be allowed to vote, we still
have our rights and will exercise them. : -

Thank you for your time,

Wife, mother, and teacher

Access to Relevant and Accurate Information About Sex Offenders, Recidivism, and Families

- U.S. Department of Justice Study: http://www.ojp.usdoj.fzov/bis/abstract/rsorp94,htm

Other sites with relevant and accurate information:
SoHopeful International (dedicated to fighting child abuse worldwide): http://www.sohopeful.org/

Legal issues and myths debunked: http://www.geocities.com/eadvocate/issues/topic-

-~ recidivism.html#studies

Astins Law (dedicated to promoting effective legislation against sex offenders):
hitp://www.hopedtomorrow.us/AstinsLaw.html

National Association for Criminal Defense Lawyers:
hitp://www.nacdl.org/public.nsf/01¢1¢7698280d20385256d0b007
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Rogers, Laura

From: o |
Sent:  Sunday, June 24, 2007 8:22 PM

To: GetSMART
Subject: think about it

to whom it may concern, v
how many times do they have to pay for there crimes. what about there families? how is that they would stay in

the system longer this way? especially people charged in the military? they get punished twice or 3 times? you
are getting all this info on them that is crazy are you looking for them and there families to get hurt?
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Rogers, Laura

From: JNEN

Sent:  Tuesday, June 12, 2007 10:26 PM
To: GetSMART
Subject: Adam Walsh Proposed guidelines

SMART Office
810 7th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20531

Attention: Laura A. Rogers, Esq, Director

Dear Ms. Rogers,

I am writing with concerns about the newly proposed guidelines for the Adam Walsh Act,
proposed by Attorney General Garcia.

I am a secondarily convicted registered ex-sex offender. My husband was convicted in early
1994, now 13 years ago. He has had only traffic tickets since then. He has been a great
husband and father. He was originally convicted in Idaho, and then moved to Utah. Since Utah
did not have an equivalent for his crime, something “as close as we can get” was used. His crime
‘was against a 17 year old. His posted Internet crime was against someone under 14.

Our home and property in Utah were constantly vandalized. We had eggs, a dead pigeon, screws
placed under tires, and “Young girls make me horny” spray painted on my son’s car. We also had
broken windows in our cars and feces smeared on them. All because my husband stupidly
touched the breasts of his 17-year-old stepdaughter in 1993. These continued acts of vandalism

influenced our decision to move somewhere not so easily accessible.

At the time of my husband’s conviction, he received probation. There was no additional
sentencing. However, because of the Supreme Court decision, anyone in the world can look us
up. The Supreme Court deemed Internet posting was not additional punishment, and therefore
could be imposed retroactively, violating our constitutional rights. We also were denied any due
process to assess for danger of recidivism. The Supreme Court was wrong. The vandalism, fear
and ostracism are most definitely additional punishment for my husband and myself. :

I believe public access to private information is wrong. I have been unable to find anywhere in
my extensive research where anyone has verification that Internet registration works to keep
children safe. In fact, it has effectively created a second class citizenry--the families of the sex
offenders, who often cannot find jobs and homes. This creates instability, which is the opposite
of what a sex offender needs to reform and readjust to society. An unstable sex offender is much
more likely to re-offend than one who has a home, a job and a steady paycheck.

The sex offender registry Iumbs everyone together in a one size fits all scenario. This is like
someone drinking and driving and killing a family (traffic violation) lumped together with
someone who got a parking ticket (still traffic violation). The offenses are just not the same.

The number of registered sex offenders in 2001 was approximately 386,000. In 2006 it was
more than 600,000. Something is not working! - -

I believe the sex offender registry should be done away with entirely. I believe that sex offenders



should be required to undergo therapy and testing, perhaps even polygraph testing, to see if they
are truly the danger the media and politicians make them out to be. I believe at the very least a
tiered system should be established. 1 believe there should be a “way out” for a sex offender.
Perhaps being “clean” for 10 years, taking and passing a therapy treatment session, checking in
with a clinic or practitioner every year or two to make sure he or she is still on the right path.

The 90% should not be punished for the 10% who are a danger.

There are many other options proposed by experts that work. Please take the time and effort to
find a solution that will work!

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,



Rosengarten, Clark

From: Rogers, Laura on behalf of GetSMART
Sent: _ Tuesday, July 31, 2007 11:00 AM
Rosengarten, Clark
ject: FW: Docket No DAG 121

From:

Sent: Monday, July 30, 2007 6:34 PM
To: GetSMART

Cc:

Subject: Docket No DAG 121

I am writing to give input regarding the new AWA legislation that has been passed by
Congress and signed by President Bush.
Certainly everyone needs to do whatever is necessary to protect our children from sexual
abuse. Unfortunately, the AWA does not do anything to address prevention of such issues -
but merely tries to continue to punish, isolate, and disenfranchise anyone has been found
guilty of sexual misconduct. The laws that have been passed, all though well- intended -~
do virtually nothing to address the fact that most cases of child sexual abuse happens to
a child by someone they know and trust. It also fails to recognize that these abusers do
in fact have a low recidivism rate, that families continue to be torn apart because of the
laws that are continually put into place. The fact that the AWA is retroactive in

— application is wrong. Regardless of how the laws are defined and explained they do, in
fact, add additional punishment to the offender and thus to his/her family and often time

even the victim.

As the wife of a RSO in Florida I have seen first hand what these laws have done -
secially to my now adult grandson - the victim of my husbands inappropriate and illegal
cacts, as well as the rest of our family. The abuse occurred more than 10 years ago. My
.usband and grandson have a wonderful relationship now but the continuing passing of
additional laws and regulations, make it ever more difficult. He never wanted his
grandfather to suffer endlessly for what happened. In order to understand this you would
need to fully understand my husband. He made a grave mistake but he is kind and
considerate man who is doing everything asked of him - and more - to pay for this mistake.
He is involved in on-going counseling. He has acknowledged his guilt. He follows every
rule to the letter, he does everything he can to make amends to everyone. One of the
"small" additions of the AWA will now require that his place of employment be listed on
the registry....although his workplace knows of the issue and have always been supportive
of him....being listed may, in fact, be more than the institution can handle. If the
registry were used for law enforcement it would make sense. To publish all of the
information for pure strangers to read and react to is only asking for trouble. As you are
aware acts of vigilantism are not uncommon. Although my husband's entire famlly, circle
of friends and his place of employment have stood behind him, the changes in laws and
expectatlons are producing increasing anxiety, concern, and anger....for everyone who .
knows him....He has not reoffended --yet the rules keep changing. Life is no longer like
it was when this abuse was first reported and dealt with - legally and within our family.
Although adjudication was withheld and my husband was never incarcerated, things
continually get more and more difficult. After more than 10 years that doesn't make any

sense at all.

Addltlonally, the AWA - as well as other laws passed in many states - do little to
realistically differentiate between "true" predators and those who have made mistakes in
their interactions with a family member or someone they know. I urge that the AWA be re-:
examined in llght of the many issues it is producing in our country. We need to insure
rF-at treatment is available (it does work), that prevention plans are developed and
_emented for children and families, and that if new legislation is passed it should be

stricted to those who are newly identified and found guilty of abuse....not for those
.0 have "paid their debt to society" or who are complying with the restrictions they
agreed to at the time of a court hearing.

1



I could go on and on but suffice it to say the AWA in its present form will not protect
children. Most children of abuse are known by the abuser....so how does the registration
being made available to the general public really help? Additionally, there are many other
implications of AWA that make it increasingly difficult for my grandson, his wife, the
rest of our family. I live in fear everyday of my life. We have been fortunate that we
only had one incident of harassment...but how long will that last???? I urge that

.iges be made that will truly protect children....the

~

Sincerely,




Rogers, Laura

From: (EEEENE——

Sent: Monday, July 23, 2007 5:39 PM
To: GetSMART

My husband is a registered sex offender. As a family we have ridden waves of uncertainty and despair.
We have two children. My husband is not a bad person, he made a mistake. Life is different for us. We
have restrictions that are placed on us because of what he did in the past. Yes, I know I chose to be with
him and accept those restrictions also. We are on a roller coaster ride never knowing if we will be able
to stay at our house. You see a little backwoods chruch that only meets one Sunday a month is going to
make us leave the only place my children have ever known. We live next to a network of family. His
sister lives next door and parents right up the street. He has lived here his whole life and it just seems
unfair to make us move because the church is 400 ft. He never denied his guilt and paid all his fines
served his time. So for the rest of our lives we will suffer because he is a registered sex offender. We
rack our brains to find a way to be safe and secure in our existence. We just want to raise our kids the
best possible way like any good parents and live in peace. Why can't there be classifications for sex

offenders? My husband is not a predator and pedophile.

" Thanks, Q.

Pinpoint customers who are looking for what you sell.

R/10IONT



Rogers, Laura

s i g1 2

From: i

Sent:  Sunday, May 20, 2007 10:49 AM
To: GetSMART,; GetSMART

Cc: R

Subject: SMART

Sirs...

Iam in total agreement with what you have so far. I only have 1 MAJOR concern regarding this:

There is a DANGEROUS LACK of sex offender therapy programs in alot of states.

I am a rehabilitated, convicted level 3 sex offender who wants to see stronger laws put into place
“regarding sex offenders. I was convicted in 1985 of indecent assault and battery on children and spent 7
years in prison getting the therapy I needed in order to make sure that when I was released, 1 would

never reoffend again.

- The therapy that I had receieved when I was incarcerated at the Hampden County House of Correction,
was VITAL to me in changing my life around and the programs for sex offenders who become
incarcerated, are being eliminated due to budget cuts in the Department of Correction fundmg and this is

a MAJOR PROBLEM.
In order for sex offenders to be rehabilitated, there needs to be 2 MAJOR factors:

1. The sex offender needs to have an honest desire and a willingness to change his‘her life around to
stop the offending behavior and needs to accept the responsibiility for his/her behavior and there
ARE ways to see if a person is honest in his/her willingness to change, but involves the
Department of Correction and thier willingness to report inappropriate behavior which may seem
normal, but is inappropriate with changing behavior. These behaviors may include (but are not
limitted to) yelling at people who are weaker than they are; being bullies; not concerned about
the safety of others; not reporting inappropriate behavior of others; having normal conversations
with people and then becoming silent when an authority figure is present, etc.

2. There HAS to be programs in all House of Corrections that begin the therapy process. When a
person is arrested for a sexual offense, they are held at a local jail or House of Correction
(HOC) where they await a trial. While being held, the therapy process should be started to
maximize the progress that a sex offender can make during the time of incarceration. Of
course, there are issues regarding this as to what can be disclosed before being sentenced as
any sex offender therapist is a mandated reporter and if any additional victims are disclosed
prior to being sentenced, then these can be added to the charges the sex offender would be
currently facing, but these programs that could be initiated could be just to change the
person's thought process (cognitive, behavioral therapy) which is an important step to change
a person's thought process. One the offender is sentenced to a prison or HOC, then direct
sex offender therapy can begin and the individual already has a jump start on his/her therapy
due to the "pre-sentence” therapy that they had already received prior to sentencing.

These ideas are completely my ideas, but they are coming from a person who was convicted of sexual
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offenses against children and wants to see this crime stopped. The rates for recidivism of sex offenders
is already low (5.3%) but if there as anyway to bring it down lower or to stop it, than this is even better.

Please do not throw off my ideas because I'm a sex offender. The ideas that I just gave to you, are from
the sex offender program that iwent through at the Hampden County Hose of Correction back in 1985
and it was the best thing that happened to me because if it was not for the program or the therapist who
spent the time and effort to help me, than I would not have rehabilitated myself and changed my life
around

7/21/2007



Rosengarten, Clark

From: Rogers, Laura on behalf of GetSMART
Sent: Tuesday, July 31, 2007 10:55 AM

To: Rosengarten, Clark

Subject: FW: SORNA Comments and Concerns

Attachments: SORNA Comments and Concerns.pdf

From:

Sent: Monday, July 30, 2007 11:20 PM

To: GetSMART; AskDOJ@usdoj.gov; senator_leahy@leahy.senate.gov
Subject: SORNA Comments and Concerns

Dear Attorney General Hon. Alberto Gonzalez, Department of Justice SMART OFFICE Director Laura
L. Rogers, Judncxary Committee Chairman Hon. Patrick Leahy: _

) The deadline for comments for SORNA (known as the Adam Walsh Act) is July 31st.
Please find attached a .PDF file highlighting my comments and concerns about SORNA, and a brief
history on how sex offender registration, offender treatment, and the legislative/judicial process has
affected me personally. Please take the time to read it and feel free to respond if you have any questions
and comments. Please distribute it to those involved in making policy on this very important topic.

If you are unable to open the document, please contact me and I will send it to you in a different format.
Sincerely,
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Monday, June 30", 2007

“Subject: Docket No. OAG 121

Laura L. Rogers, Director

SMART Office, Office of Justice Programs,
United States Department of Justice, .

810 7th Street NW., Washington, DC 20531.

RE: SORNA Comments and Concerns

Dear U.S. Department of Justice, Alberto R. Gonzales, Attorney General, Ms. Laura L. Rogers,
Director, and all interested parties:

| have several comments and concerns about the new SORNA registration
“requirements, as it relates to offenders, especially young offendefs, and more specifically the
stigma and the restrictions placed on registrants through SORNA. | also have some concern on

how the taw will be implemented regarding registrants who move between jurisdictions, énd

how currently it is conflicting.

PART I: About Myself and My Charges

Let me tell you a litle about myself first. My name is [N - A~ 1998,

| was convicted in Connecticut of a risk of injury to a minor charge C.G.S. § 53-21. I was a

teenager, just 19 years old at the time of my conviction, when | had sexual contact with my
underage girlfriend (consensual), then just shy of 14 (there was a five-odd year age difference).

| had just finished high school, and my arrest turned my world upside down. At first, the



prosecutor mentioned lengthy jail time, as my crime was a felony. | was very anxious and
afraid. My parents had never explained to me that there were laws forbidding such Romeo ~
Juliett type situations.

To avoid jail time, my lawyer suggested that | plead Guilty in exchange for a
probationary term. | was placed on ten years of probation, with all jail time suspended. | was
releived, and | decided to coniinue on to college, and work part time. At first my probation was
pretty easy-going, except for one part. The Court ordered “sex offender treatment”, and the first
place that | was sent to, The Sterling Center, in Shelton, Conn , was all older men, all whom had
served prison time, and most who were in for molesting children, or forcible rape. This place
scared me, and it was not therapeutic, as | would rarely talk in group therapy, as I could not
relate to the others. |

But soon | moved away 1o attend school in another part of the state, and | went for
treatment at Northeast Clinical, in Plainfield, Conn., where, to my surprise, the therapists were
very compassionate and friendly, and all of the “sex offenders” were adolescents in my age
group (17-25 years old). | related very much to the others, and readily participated in group
' therapy. Therapy was age-appropriate, and we were taught that since we were older than our

younger girlfriends and victims, we used our age as a manipulating factor. We were also taught
about victim empathy, forming healthy relationships, learning about STD's and other related
- topics. | want to commend Rebecca Bowen, LCSW, as an excellent therapist,.who helped me

in treatment when | needed help, and | soon (well after a few years) successfully completed my

“sex offender treatment”.



Part lI: My Introduction to the Complexities of Megan’s Law

I thought all was well, but, starting in October 1998, a new law, P.A. 98-111, C.G.S. §
54-250, et. seq., known as Megan's Law, was being phased in, in Connecticut. | was informed,
by my then Probation Officer, Ms. Renu Bains, under threat of arrest, that | would have to go
down to the State Police Barracks at a specified time, and give a blood sample for DNA
analysis, and register my name, address, identifying characteristics, and fingerprints. (Along
with many others, | tried to argue that | was convicted before the law went into effect, and also
that my crime was not covered by the‘ statute, but being young | could not afford legal help, so |
just “did what | was told”). | was very intimidated. But | was told that only the police will have
access to this information, and this put me a little at ease. lAfter all, how would this affect my
future if only the police knew...

Yet the law changed. The U.S. Supreme Court’s ruling in Conn. Dep't of Pub. Safety v.
Doe, 538 U.S. 1 (2003), along with Smith v. Doe, 538 U.S. 84 (2003) allowed the registry
information of all the States to be a public record, not subject to ex-post-facto invalidity, and
without regard to.demonstration of a registrant’s dangerousness. This time, everyone’s
information (in Connecticut, that meant everyone who registered, from a young man with an
underage girlfriend-type situation, to the most violent rapist) would be lumped toghether, for
everyone to see, on the Internet.

| was afraid again. | would be shamed, stigmatized, denied employment, housing,
everything, as soon as anyone with a computer and the Internet would type in my name. |
would be right there, listed next to hardcore rapists and child molesters, convicts whom had

served hard time.

But | did have some relief. In Justice Souter’s concurrance in Conn. Dep't of Pub.

Safety v. Doe, supra, he illustrates “[Connecticut] thus recognizes that some offenders within

the publication requirement are not dangerous to others ... and the legislative decision to make



courts responsible for granting exemptions [from Internet publication] belies the State’s
argument that courts are unequipped to separate offenders who warrant special publication
from those who do not. He points out a familiar argument, my key argument: “The refusal to
allow even the possibility of relief to, say, a 19-year-old who has a consensual intercourse with a
minor ... is therefore a reviewable‘ legislative determination” Id. “To mitigate the retroactive
effects of the statute, offenders ... who were convicted between October 1, 1988, and June 30,
1999, were allowed to petition the court for a restricted dissemination of registry information.”
Footnote at Ibid.

| petitioned the sentencing Court in 2004, and was granted, under Connecticut Law, a

petition to restrict community notification (i.e. posting of my information on the internet registry is

restricted) of my information (due to my low risk as an offender) under C.G.S. § 54-255(c)(5). |

was releived, once again, as my nightmare of a 24-odd year-old kid’s inclusion in a public

. database of child molesters and violent rapists was not to be. But 1 was fearful that the law

might change in the future...

Part Illl: Moving to New Jersey, Home of Megan’s Law

Shortly after finishing school in Connecticut, | moved to New Jersey, about halfway into
my ten-year probation term, because | had found work here, and to live with family. I'm living

here still today. | transferred my probation under the terms of the Interstate Compact for Aduit

Offender Supervision, C.G.S. § 54-133, et seq. and N.J.S.A. 2A:168-26. | was required by the
sending state, that is, Connecticut, to rogister as a sexual offender upon my moving into New
Jersey under its laws N.J.S.A. 2C:7-1, et seq. New Jersey is a “tier” state, which assigns levels
to sex offenders based on their risk of re-offense. | was assigned to Tier | (Low Risk), ihe least
likely to offend, and my registry information here, as in Connecticut, was restricted, not public,

and dissemination was allowed only to law enforcement personnel.



Part IV: Moving Forward

Currently, | have less than a year left on my probation, and have been registered under Megan’s
Law (both in Connecticut and New Jersey) for a combined nearly ten years. | have stayed out
of jail, and have been gainfully employed, and have not been convicted of any further crime.
This April, under current law, | will be heading back to Connecticut, to ask my Probation Officer
for a letter stating my successful completion of probation. | will also no longer have to register
as a sexual offender in Connecticut as the registration term is ten years. | will petition the
Courts and the Department of Public Safety to remove all my registration information as

provided by law, as that is my right. | am, and will be, a law abiding citizen and taxpayer,

- without the "sex offender” stigma any longer.

Part V: Concerns About SORNA

Now, the imporiant part: SORNA, as | see it, will have a NEGATIVE effect on low-risk

sexual offenders, and former sex offenders, such as myself. It is missing the required aspects
that will make sex offender laws across the country uniform, and provide the balance of safety
for the public and children, as well as notification of dangerous, repetitive, and compulsive sex

offenders, without causing unneeded alarm and stigmitization of low-level offenders.

Concern 1: SORNA assigns tiers, Tier 1 being low-risk, Tier 2 being moderate, ahd Tier 3
being high-risk, according to predicate crimes. This is the wrong approach. First, many high-
risk rapists and child molesters plead Guilty to “lower” predicate offenses, thus leading them to
be mislabeled. Also, many States have already “tiered” their offenders using scientific scales

and assesment tools, and multiple criteria, see N.J.S.A. 2C:7-8. And many Courts have

“restricted” sex offender information dissemination for low-risk offenders, see C.G.S. § 54-255.



SORNA will, in effect, change offenders’ tiers arbitrarily, capriciously, and inaccurately. There
must be a petition that can be made to the court to relax this rule. Also, tiers should transfer
between States, as registrant is Tier | in State "A” and upon moving to State “B” he should

expect to be Tier | also, under the Full Faith and Credit Clause, Art. IV. Sec. 1. U.S. Const.

Concern 2: SORNA assigns registration length based on the tiers. A low-level or low-risk
offender has no mechanism to judicially challenge their being placed into a higher tier under
SORNA. New Jersey has found this to be unconstitutional, see Doe v. Poritz, 142 N.J. 1

(1995), and the higher tier ranking will increase the offender’s registration period, from ten years
in most étates, to fifteen, twenty five, or lifetime. All with no Due Process mechanisms. There

———— must be a petition that can be made to the court to relax this rule.

Concern 3: SORNA states that ALL offenders whose offense is against a minor (even in cases
of statutory rape, Romeo — Juliette type relationships, and perpetrators of incest or in cases
where the victim can be discerned from the registration information) must be made public over
the Internet. This is not prudent. There must be an exemption clause or a petition that can be

made to the court that will relax this rule.

Concern 4: SORNA does not impose the same registration length period consistently among
the States. Consequentially, some states may require lifetime registration for all registrants;
thus, for example, a fifteen year registrant who is no longer required to register in State “A”, will
have to register for life upon moVing to State “B". Similarly, State “A” might not give a registrant
credit for the five years he had registered fn State "B, thus allowing registration periods to go
on in perpituity. SORNA must make registration length uniform among the States, and allow for

registration “credit” under the Full Faith and Credit Clause Art. IV. Sec. 1. U.S. Const.



Concern 5: Once a registrant has fulfilled the terms of registration in the sentencing state, all
other jurisdictions must remove the registrant from SORNA. An individual must not have to
keep concurrent registrations in the several states which he has lived in the past. | see nothing

in SORNA to prevent such a situation. This violates the Equal Protection Clause of the U.S.

Constitution.

Concern 6: Finally, the most important — SORNA does NOTHING to prevent sexual offender
registration from turning into 2 PUNITIVE measure. Currently, MOST states are restricting
where registrants (even sex offenders who have successfully completed therapy, and
probation/parole) can live (1000 feet, 2500 feet, creating sex offender clusters, banishing
offenders from whole cities), purchase a home, play in a park (even with a registrant's own

- children), treating registrants differently under criminal sentencing schemes (for example, not
allowing plea bargains for this certain category of offenders), putting the “scarlett letter”: a sign
in front of the offender’s house, or a special symbol on the offender’s driver’s license, among
.other things. SORNA does nothing PROACTIVE to limit itself from violating the Equal
Protection Clause amang younger offenders and nonviolent offenders, violating the Ex-Post- '
Facto Clause when States enact punitive restrictions on registrants, offers no Due Process
protections to registrants, and is bordering on not being a REGULATORY measure protecting

the public, but an UNCONSTITUTIONAL PUNITIVE measure which will be held to many

- challenges.



Conclusion

I sincerely wish to protect children from predators and pedophiles, but | want to see this
done in a clear, constitutional manner, relying on fécts about sexual offenders, not paranoia.
Remembér, most children that are sexually abused, are abused by someone they know, most
often a family member. Most sexual abusers are not registered sex offenders. Most never get
caught. However, it's not the kid who happened to have an underaged girlfriend ten years ago,
who happened to get caught, that poses a problem. PLEASE IMPLEMENT SORNA THE
RIGHT WAY.

Sincerely,
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July 31, 2007

To Whom It May Concern:

There are many items in the referenced proposed regulations to which 1 expressly
object. However, in order to ensure brevity, | will not address them individually, instead

| will address the overall intent and direction therein.

People want to live in a safe society. This is a worthy goal and the ultimate expression
of the function of government. Laws limiting behavior are therefore necessary. People
want to live in a risk-free society. This is the ultimate folly and the source of countless

revenue to the pockets of lawyers milking money from all sides, victims and victimizers

as well as the general public.

These sex-offender laws restricting the otherwise legal behaviors of individuals who
have been previously found guilty of a sex-related offense fall into the later category.
While wrapped in the comfy-cozy language of ensuring the safety of the public, they
only result in re-victimizing the offender’s family while not increasing public safety one

ounce.

Why will safety not be increased? Simple, recidivism statistics gathered by the office of
the lllinois Attorney General show that overall recidivism for sex-offenders in lllinois is
under 36% and for those that completed an approved sex-offender treatment program,
the rate is well under 10%. This is far lower than any other felony conviction.

You may say, yes — but even one more victim is one too many. True, but that victim will
(or will not) be there irrespective of this law. Obviously, fear of consequences was
insufficient to prevent the first incident resulting in the original conviction. Why should it
be sufficient to prevent the second? However, with parents and others feeling safer
with this law in place, it ignores completely those individuals in public places who have
not yet offended (or at least been caught). With new convictions at an all-time high, this
is the greater risk — not a repeat offender. This law is a useless panacea to give people
an unrealistic illusion of safety while doing nothing to actually provide that safety The
problem is far too widespread in our highly sexualized society.

Certainly there are very high-profile cases of repeat offenders that make national
headlines. These are the exceptions, not the norm and they exist within every criminal
classification. Why single out these offenders? Why not a national registry of drunk
drivers? More people are killed and injured annually by drunk drivers than are
assaulted by sex offenders. Why not a drug dealer registry? There are more drug
pushers lurking near schools than dirty old men. Psychological counseling may help a
victim of abuse, but it takes much more than that to recover from heroin addiction.

Convicted sex-offenders, while detestable to many, have done what all other released
offenders have done. They have paid the penalty imposed by society for their crime(s).
Post release, they have the same right as every other citizen to gainful employment and
to provide for their families. Preventing this ultimate right (and responsibility) re-creates

Response to proposed regulation.doc Page 1 of 2
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a dangerous environment for the offender causing additional risky behavior and causing
greater potential for re-offending than this proposed regulation will prevent. In simpler
terms, this very regulation will result in more sex-offense victims — not less.

Where does it all end? All offenders want to be able to put their past behind them and
to move forward. Laws such as this make it impractical if not impossible. The rules for
those who “toe-the-line” keep getting tighter. There is no let up in sight. Where is there
any “reward” for good behavior? Every practitioner of counseling or motivation
understands the nature of the “carrot and the stick”. Both are needed to modify human
behavior. Regulations like this totally eliminate the carrot. | understand John Q. Public
not wanting to give any rewards to a sex offender. But why should the sex offender
follow the rules if they only get tighter every year. This causes many offenders to slip
out of the system altogether. It is obvious that causes a far greater risk. In the recent
past, the offender knew if he behaved for ten years, he would be off the registry and “be
free". This is no longer true, now it is life for nearly all.

And who pays? As previously mentioned, new convictions are at an all-time high and
getting higher. All these people are entering a system they can never leave. Who is
monitoring them and a what cost? The men and women in probation and parole offices
around the country are doing a very commendable job. But they are overworked,
understaffed, and underpaid. These are society’s first tier in protection. But laws like
this are making their jobs impossible. Too many are totally burnt out, too many are
leaving what they know to be an impossible situation. In lllinois it is nearly August and
there is still no budget approved. Even if they tripled the budget for sex-offender
tracking it would not fill the gap created by this law. More offenders have slipped out of
the net than they have the resources to catch.

Who to track? Obviously trying to increase the total pie to restrict all offenders, we need
to look at that subset of re-offenders and focus limited resources where the greatest
good is achieved. Laws already call for offenders to be counseled and treated before
release from the system. Those that comply, have only one offense, and are assessed
as a low-risk of re-offense should be monitored for a few years and released from the
system (assuming no re-offense). This is the carrot. Laws such as this should then
only apply to the remainder. Resources would then be sufficient, a carrot-and-stick
approach provided, and true safety increased. This regulation, as written, provides

none of this.

Respectfully,

l registered sex offender

Response to proposed regulation.doc - Page 20f2



) Respectfully,

The information contained in this email and its attachments if any, may be protected by federal confidentiality rules (45 CFR ss. 160 & 164)
and may be protected by state laws regarding confidentiality of patient records. These rules prohibit you from making any further disclosure of
this information unless such disclosure is expressly permitted by written authorization of the person to whom it pertains as otherwise permitted
by 45 CFR 160 & 164 and state lbaw. Email communications are sometimes subject to misdelivery to the wrong email address, and anyone
else with access to your computer may be able to access your email without use of passwords or other privacy protections. Any email
communication which is sent to you may be forwarded in its entirety, including attachments, to any other internet user by anyone using your
computer or the computer of the person or entity 1o whom you forward this email message. The privacy of our clienl’s identity', to whom this
email may pertain, or of the protected heaith information contained within this email or its attachments, cannot be assured, due to the lower
privacy protections afforded users of email. This email communication may be discoverable or subject to subpoena in a criminal, civil or
administrative proceeding. Therefore, if this email was sent to you in error or contained inaccurate protected healih information, please notify

" us immediately via reply email 1o ensure that this email is sent 1o the correct address and fo ensure that we may take any and all remedial

measures to mitigate damage to our client,
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Rogers, Laura

From: AN

Sent:  Friday, June 08, 2007 1:01 PM
To: GetSMART
Subject: Please read...

To Whom It May Concern:

Let me start by saying I am one of those "sex Offenders" you hate so much. I know the thought of those
two words sounds like an evil person who should be locked up forever, and I would have agreed with
you about it in my past. I guess that's what I thought of it before I was charged with Possession of Child
Pornography. Although now years after that conviction I understand a little more about some of the
people who are identified as a sex offender. They are people too; many whom I know just like me are
family men and women with kids. I know one boy who is 13 years old, he looks to be just 10 or 11 but
he is a registered sex offender and all laws you come up with to make our lives harder applies to him

forever also.

Please understand Im not writing this to say we are not guilty for the crimes committed, because I'm not
saying that at all. What we did was wrong and most of us had to do lots of time in prison as well as live
the life of a registered sex offender. In my state I have to get a new drivers license every year that says
sex offender on it, reregister taking new pictures every 90 days and pay a $20.00 fee for it. Worst of all
is there are millions of people out there who hate us even thought they don't know anything about us
except what you decide to add to sex offender websites. So, I think most of us will be doing time forever
considering I have to register for life for the 7 pictures | had many years ago.

AlL T ask is you think about what you are doing to people. Not all those you are adding all these
restrictions to are pedophiles and most of us will never again commit a crime against a child or teen if
they ever did the first time. I for example have three young children, three nephews, one niece (another
coming soon), and a soon to be wife whom I love to death. I only have been in trouble with the law one
time in my life and my family & I will pay for it the rest of my life. I work hard to give my family
everything they need & deserve because I love them. We are building a new house next year, Im just
terrified that the community may not take well to my offender registration and the kids could be affected

~ at their new schools and neighborhood. T have a great job I only got because my friend/boss knows all

~ about my conviction so he knows he can trust me. I am in no way attracted to any children, teens, or
anyone other then my wife. This is just me but there are many others out there just like me who only
want to be known as a person rather then "the sex offender on the corner". ’

1 know there are some sex offenders who are a threat to children and should be watched. I honestly
believe the sex offender registration has maybe saved a few children from being victimized. The bad
thing about the program is they don't even try to find out which of those "sex offenders" are risks. When

8/16/2007



I was in the sex offender programs there was a man who when asked if he thinks he thinks he is capable
of molesting a child again, answered "yes", he knows he would. Yet this man is registered for only 4
more years grouped on the SO list with hundreds of others, many who are not any real risk at all. I
would never let that man around any of my kids and I only know he is a risk because I was in that group
with him, not because he is on the sex offender list. I was in those groups for two years, and all that time
there was only about 6 or 7 who people need to look out for the safety of their children.

What would it take to have a nationwide level system to show who are really risks and who are not. Its
not at all hard to know who are pedophiles people need to be warned about. I could tell within a few
days, especially those who where trying to hide it. I had to take a polygraph every six months to find out
if I was telling the truth, so was everyone else there and when someone would fail the test they would
brake down and tell the truth about who they really were and so they can know if he really is some kind
of risk. Although no one uses that information to classify them for notification to the public. One day the
sex offender list will be so big no one will feel safe anymore thinking all those "sex offenders" are going

to brake into their houses at night and rape their children!

~ When reading your ideas for the new federal sex offender laws you are trying to pass I seen the way
you added "there will be a floor but no ceiling to laws against sex offenders". What about some kind of

limit to what they can do to us? You people are playing with thousands of lives who already paid for
their crimes, many 100 times over. Just an example, When I went to pick up my kids from school one
day a cop pulled me over for not stopping at a stop sign for 5 seconds. When he ran my drivers license

“he asked me to step out of the car and asked me lots questions that had nothing to do with what I was
pulled over for. Even asked me personal questions, I have never felt so violated in my life. He even
checked to see if I was really registered at my home address and when he finally let me go his last words
were "I can now pull you over anytime so you better do what you need to do and leave the school
district". I was about 15 minutes late picking up my kids and now have other people pick them up for me
when I can. I have never hurt a child; I never would and would only go back to prison if someone
touched one of my kids! I feel the same about my kids safety as much as anyone else who loves their
children but there has to be limits to taking away freedom. '

I am 29 years old, I have been a sex offender for a long time and will always be only because the state I
was convicted in gives everyone lifetime registration. The state I live in now only has a 10 year
registration law; however it doesn't apply to me. I love being a family man, going to church, riding bikes
with my family, skate boarding with my boy at the skate park, traveling, and most ever other fun things
people like to do. Most of all I love my family and I want the best life for them. Please look at both sides

before deciding thousands of people's fate. Thank you for your time!

From: A Sex Offender

8/16/2007
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Rogers, Laura

From: (R

Sent:  Thursday, July 19, 2007 4:37 PM
To: GetSMART
Subject: Sex offender laws

To whom it may concern, _
| am a sex offender. my crime was 17 years ago when | was 16 years old. i am very
remorsefull about what happened. i am 33 years old and i am married and have children of my own. i am just
“trying to live a normal life to provide for my family. These new laws will make it very hard for me to provide for
my family and i may loose everything. i am very hard working and | try to put my past behind me. With you
passing this faw and making it known via the web of where | work and so forth there will not be a company out
there that will give me a job. My family and | have had threats of violence and vandalism to our property and
cars and repeated threats againest our lives. | have lost several jobs and have had to move numerous times
because the public has saw my information on the web. | don't bother anyone and keep to myself. | paid for my
crime and did everything | was asked to do. | have been released from probation for 12 years now. Why are
Sex offenders the only criminals targeted. Why not DUI,Robbers,|dentity thieves and so forth being targeted
___like Sex offenders are. | feel that a crime is a crime the more of that crime that a person has commited the
harsher that sentence is to that individual. please this law would hurt every sex offender who has better their
lives.

Get a sneak peek of the all-new AOL.com.
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Rosengarten, Clark

From: Rogers, Laura on behalf of GetSMART
Sent: Monday, August 06, 2007 10:51 AM
To: Rosengarten, Clark

Subject: FW: Sex offender laws

Attachments: Fwd: Sex offender laws

From:

Sent: Tuesday, July 31, 2007 5:36 PM
To: GetSMART

Subject: Sex offender laws

To whom it may concern,
| am a sex offender. my crime was 17 years ago when | was 16 years

old.l was 16 and my high school girlfriend was 14 it was consensual sex. It was something
that her family felt wasn't appropriate so they pressed charges.| never touched a child.l am 33
years old and | am married and have children of my own. | am just trying to live a normal life
to provide for my family. These new laws will make it very hard for me to provide for my family
and | may loose everything. | am very hard working and I try to put my past behind me. With
you passing this law and making it known via the web of where | work and so forth there will
not be a company out there that will give me a job. My family and | have had threats of
violence and vandalism to our property and cars and repeated threats againest our lives. |
have lost several jobs and have had to move numerous times because the public has saw my
information on the web. | don't bother anyone and keep to myself. | paid for my crime and did
everything | was asked to do. | have been released from probation for 12 years now. Why are
Sex offenders the only criminals targeted. Why not DUI,Robbers,Identity thieves and so forth
being targeted like Sex offenders are. | feel that a crime is a crime the more of that crime that
a person has commited the harsher that sentence is to that individual. Please this law would
hurt every sex offender who has better their lives. Not every Sex Offender is a monster

like John Couey.lts unfair that todays society views every sex offender as a monster. | believe
that people who really do hurt children should very much be punished. When you are thinking
about finalizing the AWA act,there should be certain guidelines for certain offenders maybe a
tier system.Also how about offenders who really moved on with their lives and are good
members of society.How about if you've been clean for say 15-20 years and have never
committed another crime you then shoulid be able to be taken off the sex offender registration.
Hopefully what | say will make a differnce for the sex offenders who have truly moved on and .
have better their lives. Thanks for taking the time to read my story and views, Thank You!!!

Get a sneak peek of the all-new AOL.com.



Laura L. Rogers, Director

Office of Sex Offender Monitoring,
Apprehending, Registering, and Tracking
Office of Justice Programs

UusDOJd

washington, D.C. 20530

June 03, 2007

Dear Ms. | Rogers;

I am writing in reference to the sex offender registration
requirements resulting from enactment of the Sex Offender
Registration and Notification Act (SORNA). I obtained your address .
from the Federal Register, Vol. 72, No. 39. It listed you as

a contact person for further information.

In 42 USCS § 16913(a)i it states that " A sex offender shall
register, and keep the registration curreht, in each jurisdiction
. where the offender resides, where the offender is an employee,
and where the offénder is a student.." What exactly is the meaning
of "each jurisdictioh"? Does that mean that one must register
in each county, city, and federal district in which one tesides,
is a student, or is employed? For instance, I live in Wood County,
Texas. I may work in Smith County in the city of Tyler, and
go to school part time in theicity of Arlington, which is in
Tarrant County. Am I supposed to register in Tyler, Arlington,
Wood County, Smith County, and Tarrant County? These locations
are all within a radius of 150-200 miles, so such a scenario is
entirely possible, and likely in my case. Also, the town where I
live has no police department (our population is about 325). Am
I supposed to register with the mayor's office or the Wood County
Sheriff's Office? | ‘

In § 16914(a)(6)}:it..states that each registrant must provide
"The license plate number and description of any vehicle owned or
operated by the sex offender.” Does this include fleet vehicles
owned by the company where the registrant is employed? What if
the registrant is assigned different vehicles? These issues could
easily arise in situations where the registrant is employed as
a truck driver or delivery man, or basically any situation where

a company vehicle is issued for performance of one's duties.




What are the responsibilities of the local jurisdictions relating
to registfation due dates or ekpiratioh of registration requirements?
Will the registrant be notified when his annual registration date
is near or when he is no longer required to register? Is it a defense
from prosecution if the registrant has made due diligence to
comply«with all registration requirements yet fails in some small
- way to meet all of the requirements? The requirements under SORNA
are quite extensive, and it is always possible that at least one
provision could be overlooked or not fully complied with due to

extenuating circumstances oxr failure to understand the law.

In § 16918(f), it states that any sex offender website " shall
include a warning that information on the site should not be used
to unlawfully injure, harass, or commit a crime against any individual
named in the registry or residing or working at any reported address.
The warning shall note that any such action could result in civil
~or criminal penalties." There is nothing 'in SORNA which provides
for any of those "civil or criminal penalties". Is that something
which is to be determined by local jurisdictions? To whom must
one file a complaint if any such injury, harassment, or crime
occurs? Does it include the registrant's family members as well
as the registrant? My family has already been harassed and I am not
even registered asryet. My children have been teased. by school
mates who tell them that their father is a "child molester” and
a "weirdo", and my wife was accused by an individual to CPS of
endangering my son's sthool friends because she has had them over
at our house and taken them places with my kids (I am currently
incarcerated at a faéility over 1200 miles away.) Do those things
qualify as "harassment"? I can only imagine what life will be like

for them when I am registered.

1 appreciate your time in considering my guestions. I want to
make sure I fully understand all of the requirements of SORNA
before I am released. After all, most of the people who will
register anyway are those who will most likely not reoffend.




PUBLIC COMMENT

To Whom it Concerns:

I am a registered sex offender in California. The new Adam Walsh Act greatly affects
my life and the lives of my family members. I committed a shameful crime over 20 years
ago. Since then, I have served my punishment, received treatment, and even had the
charges against me “dismissed” by a California Court. 1am a productive, law-abiding

citizen. 1 am not a threat to anyone.

The Adam Walsh Act is very confusing, disturbing, and (I believe) counter-productive.
Several aspects require clarification. Here are some:

o Registration Exceptions
You should list valid exceptions from registration compliance, including, for
example hospitalization, disability, old age, etc. There is no way a registrant can
know, in advance, if his excuse will be deemed valid. Ifitisn’t deemed valid, he
may be sentenced to ten years in jail. It would seem that it is your duty to define
the acceptable excuses, so we can comply with confidence. '

e Definition of Residence
Your guidelines require information about any place where a registrant stays for 7

or more days, but the guidelines define as a residence a place that a registrant
stays 30 or more days. These are in conflict. Does either require in-person
reporting? How do you report that you are staying in a hotel in Chicago for 10

days and to whom?

e Business Travel _
1 work for a corporation that has me visiting vendors, sales offices, and customer

at various places across the nation and sometime internationally. These trips are,
at best, semi-planned. How do I comply with reporting my employment? Surely
you do not require potential customers to be listed as a place of employment, do
you? Would a diary suffice? Is registering my home office sufficient?

e Certification of Understanding
Your guidelines require registrants to sign a form stating they understand the
registration requirements. How can you require understanding? I could not sign
that form in good faith because the rules are incomprehensible to me. For
example, your retroactive classes, and the three examples, are totally not
understandable to me. But if 1 don’t certify that I understand these rules, I am
subject to ten years in prison for not complying with the registration process.
This seems wrong. Don’t you want to know that we don’t understand?

e New Employment
You require a registrant to register within 3 business days of employment, but a

new employee can’t get off work to do so. How about a requirement that the
government provide online registration for those that can’t get off work to




register. In California, registration is only open from 9 to 4 -- with one hour
closed (usually more) for lunch. 1 once waited four hours to register before they
announced that we had to come back in the morning. One individual was at the
end of his five day registration period, so, through no fault of his, he committed a

registration crime.

o Vehicle Registration
Your guidelines require that registrants notify authorities of any change in vehicle
“immediately.” 1would think you should give some defined time limit, like 5
days. I’m sure no one can report immediately, especially if it requires in-person .

reporting. Immediate is not a good legal term.

¢ International Travel
The international travel clauses are not understandable. If I travel to Europe or

Asia for a short period, what do I have to do? If I move to Europe, it seems that I
would de-register upon leaving and re-register when I moved back to the U.S. 1
have no idea what the requirements are for foreign travel if I am continuing to live -
in my current residence in the U.S. What if I travel to Mexico for a day? Or for

six days? Or for two weeks?

Sorry to be so picky, but I fully intend to comply with any and all laws, I just wish they
were simple and not subject to after the fact interpretation. The clearer you are the more

compliance you’ll get.

Sincerely,
Name Withheld




Public Comment Section
Adam Wash Law

Dear Department of Justice,

As a Registered Sex Offender, the new Adam Walsh Law greatly affects my life and lives
of others in my situation. For the record, I plead nolo contendre to kissing a 13 year old
over twenty years ago, the biggest mistake of my life. Since then I have lived as a
productive law abiding citizen. There is a zero chance that I would reoffend.

Some aspects of the new law that you may want to clarify are:

1. Visiting family. As best I can interpret the law, if you go to your direct relative’s
(parents, brother, sister, son, daughter) home every Christmas and stay for more
than eight days, you would have to un-register at your residence and re-register at
your relative’s home. This will stop me from joining my family for holidays at my
daughter home. I would never want to register at her home and shame her in her
community. I would suggest a 30-day stay without registration for direct relative
visits so that the support structure and family ties can be maintained.

2. Traveling Occupation. My occupation requires me to travel for two to four
weeks at a time. I'm sure I am not in a unique situation. I would think that if
travel was a part of your occupation, especially if you go to one city for a few
days, followed by another city for a few days, in total adding up to more than
seven days, that you wouldn’t have to de-register and re-register at each location.
I’m sure the hotel I stay in wouldn’t like to be on the sex offender registry either. I
would suggest you exempt hotels and normal business travel if the stays or trips
are under 30 days. You may not realize it but registration takes over four hours in
California. To de-register and re-register in each city would be very difficult.
Another alternative is to allow internet based registration, then you could both
keep track of offenders without either the cost or inconvenience. You would get a
higher compliance. '

3. Tier definition. It appears since my offense involved a person under 14, but
above 13, I automatically go into Tier 111, the worst of all offenders. 1 would think
you would want to limit Tier III to those offenses that included “substantial sexual
conduct”.

4. Clarity. On the surface, it appears that this law is very complicated and almost
impossible to both carry on a normal life and comply with it. It can substantially
isolate offenders from their families and occupations. There are a lot of ill defined
requirements. For example, if 1 de-register and re-register for an eight-day trip,
does this restart the clock on the quarterly registration requirement? Or do I have
to do both? One could conceive of registering a return from travel and two days

later have to register again to meet the quarterly requirement. It is almost as if
someone was trying to put all sex offenders back in to prison by coming up with
an impossible-to-comply with law. The penalties for not complying with these
registration requirements exceed the penalties that I was subject to for my crime.
If my lawyer can’t tell me how to comply, I don’t know how I can actually
comply except my making registration my new occupation.

Sincerely,
Name Withheld




Qosengarten, Clark

“rom: Rogers, Laura on behalf of GetSMART
N Thursday, July 26, 2007 3:45 PM
Rosengarten, Clark
Subject: FW: Sex Offender Registration and Notification Act

Ffrom:
3ent : Wednesday, July 25, 2007 2:45 PM

ro: GetSMART
Subject: Sex Offender Registration and Notification Act

In regards to,
Reference: DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

{Docket No. OAG 121; A.G. Order No. 2880—-2007) RIN 1105—AB28

large amount of emails, phone calls and letters

I am more then sure you are receiving a
I agree that this is a very wrong direction to go

concerning how wrong this law is. While
in I also want to add this.

that happened almost 13 years ago. I did my time
am also a voter, a loyal voter who believes it is
vote, not to do so is very Anti-American.

I am a registered sex offender. A crime
and have lived crime free ever since. I
avery Americans right and obligation to

d family who are tired of these laws. They see the impact on
rimes and sex offenders as the same, which is very inaccurate. My
well as mine, will be influenced by
this law being one of them.
s when she turns 18. My step-
n and I have taught them to
the ones THEY feel are the

I have many friends an
yeneralizing all sex c

*1ly and friends vote as well and their votes, as

illogical actions of law makers and the laws they pass,
w1y step-daughter is also going to be voting in a few month
son a year later. They are both very angry at whats going o
take that anger to the polls and vote for the right people,

osest for this country and real
americans.) These laws are not making things any more safer.

affect.

They are having the opposite

ot of information on how to better improve things. I
1f has facts that point to the truth of what is going
gerations. I am sure that you have received much
hats is wrong with all of this and what they
what I am writing about is this.

Jow I am sure you have received a 1
<now the Department of Justice itse
on, rather then political lies and exag
information from professionals stating w
recommend. But I am not writing about that,

know my voting friends and family will voice their outrage at this
ccordingly. To continue with this insanity in the extreme nature is
anti-American. But it has been shown time and time again that some politicians do not care
about what the American people think or say, especially when those politicians think they
aave it all figured out and know everything (even when professionals trained in various
areas say they are wrong.) They also don't seem to care what is right, wrong or in the
sest interest of the American people, only what is best for their own personal interest or

zheir parties interest.

Including myself, I
insanity and vote a

[n the future 20/20 hindsight will show them their mistakes when théy are voted out of

s>ffice and their party looses influence and members.
rhat is the power of voting. In some cases some law. makers may be held accountable by the

\merican People in a court of law for their actions.

m an American Voter,



Rosengarten, Clark

From: Rogers, Laura on behalf of GetSMART
Sent:  Tuesday, July 31,2007 5:11 PM

To: Rosengarten, Clark

Subject: FW: OAG Docket No121

From: M
Sent: Tuesday, July 31, 2007 4:19 PM

To: GetSMART
Subject: OAG Docket No121

RE: SORNA

To whom it may concern,

| | am a citizen who is required to register as a sex offender. Eight years ago | did something stupid with a person

under age eighteen. | paid dearly for my crime of prostitution. | want now to simply put the past behind me and
move on,

| have read the SORNA in detail and conclude that the government will be punishing me again despite my doing
werything that was asked of me. SORNA is bad law - simple as that. Here are the reasons that SORNA makes

~4 law:

1. It will tear apart families of Registered Sex Offenders (RSO) where that RSO has been living a lawful and

productive life since paying his debt to society.
2. SORNA violates the US Constitution by ignoring ex-post facto, double jepardy, due process and equal

protection under the law.

3. SORNA treats all Registered Sex Offenders the same without any consideration given to those who have long
since straightened their lives out and have become productive members of society.

4. SORNA is based on emotion and hysteria based legislation and has no place in our American democracy
since it undermines the US Constitution by establishing punishment before any crime may be committed.

5. SORNA assumes that Registered Sex Offenders are "incurable” and these laws are needed to protect

the public. This is non-sense because those who say "incurable” are using a very old road map that is badly out
of date given the wide net of crimes that will qualify for the sex offender registry. How do you make sense out of
a former sex offender now age 40 who 20 years ago had sexual relations with a sixteen year old girl friend. How
much sense does it make to say this RSO is "incurable". Incurable of WHAT??? The notion of "incurable sex

. offenders” is obsolete except for the less than 2 percent on the registry that do need watching.

| am now threatened with more sanctions against my freedom and liberties. Who speaks for my family? Who is
responsible for my children when | cannot bring home the needed income or live in a home of our choosing
because of the discrimination against anyone with a sex offense in the workplace or living in the community?

| still thought we lived in a country that respectéd the US Constitution, fairness and balance. | guess that | was
wrong.

Best regards,

8/6/2007
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From:

Sent:  Monday, June 25, 2007 12:04 AM
To: GetSMART
Subject: Sex Offender Laws

Rogers, Laura

I have spent much of a year grabbing articles off the Internet and posting them on my wiki and blog
sites, along with my comments. But now, I am going to write my own article here, to hopefully wake
some people up and see what is going on in America by ostracizing millions of people and making it
impossible for sex offenders to even breath without violating some law. Just click here to see the bills
for a specific state. How can anyone pass so many laws for one class of person? This is insane!

First, let me get this out. I am totally against ANY physical or verbal abuse to any human being.
And I believe anyone who murders another human being should be in prison for the rest of their life
(until they die). I do not believe in the death penalty for anyone. Also, I believe that once a person has
been in and out of prison and has served their probation and parole, done everything required of them,
and what was signed on the "contract" when they took the plea, none of this should be required of them,
none of it. The state cannot tear up a contract like this, which they are basically doing, it's
unconstitutional. Many people, if they had known they would be faced with all this, they would have
NOT taken a plea deal. And the courts are very aware of this, and is why they made it retroactive; thus
violating ex-post facto laws! They should be allowed to get on with their life as if nothing happened. I'm
not saying for it to be removed from their record, but, the crime should be removed from public view
and background checks, they should not have any more restrictions, shaming, etc. If they commit
another crime, then they face a lot more punishment. Like everything else, except sex offender laws

work.

QUOTES:

o Benjamin Franklin

o They who can give up essential liberty to obtain a little temporary safety deserve neither
liberty nor safety.

o Even peace may be purchased at too high a price.

o The man who trades freedom for security does not deserve nor will he ever receive either.

o The strictest law sometimes becomes the severest injustice.

o Whatever is begun in anger ends in shame.

o Half a truth is often a great lie.

o Our principles are founded on the immovable basis of equal right and reason.

o An equal application of law to every condition of man is fundamental.

o The most sacred of the duties of a government is to do equal and impartial justice to all its
citizens. _

The best principles of our republic is secure to all its citizens a perfect equality of rights.

What is true of every member of the society, individually, is true of them all collectively:
since the rights of the whole can be no more than the sum of the rights of the individuals.
-1 would rather be exposed to the inconveniences attending too much liberty than to those

o 0
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attending too small a degree of it.
o l.aws abridging the natural right of the citizen should be restrained by rigorous

constructions within their narrowest limits.

o Adolph Hitler (Mein Kampf) (Click here to see what else he did!)

o The state must declare the child to be the most precious treasure of the people. As long as
the government is perceived as working for the benefit of the children, the people will
happily endure almost any curtailment of liberty and almost any deprivation. .

With that being said, now I want to show various aspects of the sex offender laws and briefly explain
how I feel about each. :

Online Registry

Originally the registry was only used by law enforcement and was not made available to the
public on the Internet. It was still available to the public, but they had to go down to the
court house to look up offenders by name. Now, due to a few high profile cases (Adam
Walsh, Megan Kanka, Jessica Lunsford), the registry has been placed online for the general

public to have easy access to.

The intent was so that the public could easily go to a web site, enter a persons name or
address and pull up a list of sex offenders who live near by, so the public was aware and
able to take the necessary steps to protect themselves. But, this has only added to the “fear

“factor” and has made many people scared to death of each other.

Yet, it has been proven, that people cannot handle the registry. People look up someone on
the registry, and when they see the sex offenders who live near them, they start some
vigilante scheme to get the neighborhood up in a panic to force the person from the place
they are living, or, they throw bricks through the offenders window, damage their vehicles,
burn down their homes or break into the persons home and kill them. Below are a few
examples. You will notice that many were simply put on probation or sentence to 9 months
in jail or something like 10 years in prison for MURDER. Murderers should be in prison for

the rest of their lives, period.

So far, vigilantism is not rampant, but it is on the rise, and 1 fear that the more laws that are
passed, the more vigilantism will occur. Just check out the following links.

Example 2
Example 3
Example 5
Example 6

Example 8

Tons of deaths, murders, suicides
Mark Lunsford even making death threats to sex offenders

A Voice of Reason: On Murders
A Voice of Reason: On Vigilantism
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The registry is just another Scarlet Letter (i.e. public shaming) and does not protect anyone.
It only shames the offender, their husband or wife, and also their children. The husband or
wife is humiliated in public by neighbors, harassed at work and some have lost their jobs
because someone in their family is a sex offender. Their children are picked on at school by
bullies, and are often humiliated to the point that the parents are forced to withdrawal them

from school due to the harassment.

In Nathaniel Hawthorne's "The Scarlet Letter," Hester Prynne is forced to wear
a red letter 'A’ on her chest after she commits adultery. Throughout the novel,
she is scorned, humiliated and never given a chance to prove she has changed

for the better.

Now, I’m sure this may be hard for you to understand unless you were labeled as a sex
offender, but how would you like to live in fear for yours and your families lives daily from
the hysteria these laws have caused? All for the sake of a couple high profile cases! The
offender, their significant other and any children they may have are harassed and humiliated

as well. '

—— If we MUST have the registries, they need to be for predators only and everyone else
removed from them to protect their privacy (See Registry section below). If we do not do
this, it’s discrimination. To prevent discrimination, 1 recommend we have a CRIMINAL
REGISTRY, so everyone can see all the criminals who live among them, besides, it’s the
American peoples’ right to know if a murderer, gang member, drug dealer/user, thief, DUI
offender live in their neighborhood, right? If it protects one child, it's worth it, right? They
do not want to do this, because then we’d know all the peoples’ backgrounds of those who
are running for office, if they are a drunk, thief, adulterer and we'd all live in fear for the

rest of our lived, but it’s only fair, right?

Instead of creating one registry to save millions of dollars, they create many registries
which waste millions of dollars. They have a National Sex Offender Registry, and also each
state has a sex offender registry, and in some cases, each county has their own registry.
Why do we need so many registries? We could take a billion or so dollars off the American
budget and put it to good use with therapy for offenders and other ways to prevent crime.
But, the government is not worried about your children, they are more interested in oil in
Iraq and starving people in other parts of the country. Why not help this country first?

So the American tax payers are paying for all of this, thus wasting millions and millions of
dollars, when none of the laws will work in the first place.

If the zones must be enforced, and since about 100% of the sex offenders are not land
surveyors, the state should make it clear where sex offenders can and cannot live. And if
someone near by decides they don’t like a sex offender living near them, it’s too bad, the
sex offender has just as much right as the average citizen to live there, if it's within the law.
So if you do not like it, move! The sex offender has very little places they can live that are

within the law, they have to live somewhere.

In Georgia for example, there is over 13,000 sex offenders and 30 are predators. So why are

they passing laws punishing all 13,000 offenders when they should be monitoring 30

people? This is a major waste of money and time. All sex offenders are lumped into one

group (high risk) and are all treated as if they are like John Couey. Even kids under 13 and
—--——as young as 4 are being convicted of sex crimes!!! More of this further below.
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Residency Restrictions (Buffer Zones)

These so called “buffer zones” vary from state to state. They are buffer zones around places
where children congregate, like bus stops (which are constantly changing), schools,
libraries, parks, burger joints with play grounds, malls, movie theaters, amusement parks,
then list is endless. They range from 300 feet to 2,500 feet from the above mentioned, and
are measured as the crow flies, which is a straight line, from property line to property line.

The intent is good, but it will not work. This is just a “false sense” of security and does
nothing to prevent another crime. The buffer zone could be 50 or 100 miles, but if an
offender really was determined to commit another crime, they would either walk or drive
somewhere. Also, with the offenders who must wear GPS tracking devices, where are you
going to be able to walk or drive without being in violation of one of these zones? Plus GPS
won't stop another crime from being committed, if the person is determined to commit

another crime. Another "false sense” of security.

Why don’t you just make exclusion zones on where sex offenders cannot go? That makes
more sense, but, it will not prevent a person from committing another crime either, if they

- are intent of committing another crime. Some states are making buffer zones so large, that
there is not a single place in the whole state a sex offender can live, which is basically their
intent anyway, banishment! So the state is basically saying, “I don’t want to deal with you,
so we’ll push you out of the state, and let another state deal with it!” What would happen if
all states did this? Then they’d be pushed out of the country. If this is the intent, why not
just pay the sex offenders some money and I'm sure about 100% of them would be very

glad to leave this country, due to what it is becoming.

1t’s just another “feel good” law to make you “feel safe” when in fact it does nothing to
keep you safe.

Now, consider this. If the buffer zone in your area is 1,000 feet, does it make you safe now
if they are 1,001 feet away from you? Think about it!

Therapy

Almost every single prison in this country, when sex offenders are locked up, whether itis
in jail or prison, they do not get therapy. None whatsoever! Why? Therapy has been proven
to help a majority of sex offenders, but not all. A lot of people are in denial and do not think
they need help. We need to spend more money on therapy and ways to prevent these crimes,
not "feel good" laws which do nothing in the long run. You do not have to take my word for
it, just call up some therapists who deal with sex offenders and I'm sure they'll tell you the

same thing.

But, instead, society has become one that doesn’t want to deal with issues, they want the
government to tell them what to do and they just want to Jock all criminals up and forget
about them. And I am talking about all criminals here, not just sex offenders. If this is true,
then why don't we shred the Bill of Rights and Constitution and become a communist
country now, since that is apparently what the general public wants?

This may sound harsh to some, but you could kill every single person in prison at this
__moment and you'd still have murderers, sex offenders, gang members, drug dealers/users,
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DUI offenders, thief's, etc.

It should be made mandatory that ALL criminals (who need it) get some form of therapy in
prison and jail, and if they deny it, then they will stay in prison or jail. Eventually they will
agree to get help. A majority of the people in prison are homeless or have some other
illness. Drugs and therapy would help them, yet we just want to lock them up and forget
about them, like the lepers were treated back in Jesus' time, exiled and forgotten about.
There is some people in prison right this moment, who were arrested a year or more ago for
some small crime like theft and haven't even seen a judge or anyone yet, a lot of illegal
immigrants are treated like this.

Then you can give them the help they need after the first crime they’ve committed, by
giving them the tools to change their ways and thought patterns. Yes, there is not a "cure",
I'll admit that, but like alcoholics, drug users and other diseases, they can be helped. Before
each person is released back into the public, they should be reviewed by a fair jury of
professionals to determine if they are a risk to society still, and if so, they should be put
back before the court to decide on the next steps to be taken against the offender, you
cannot just throw them back into prison without due process of law. Then they stay in

_ prison or jail until they are no longer a threat. This would reduce recidivism rates
drastically. And once they are deemed not a threat, they should be allowed to live anywhere
they want like any other normal citizen, and not be again punished for life with residency

. restrictions and be on a registry. That is totally unfair.

Right now, the review board that is suppose to review prisoners coming out of prison to
determine if they are a risk and should be civilly committed, they are not doing this (not in
all states that is), and this seems backwards to me. You should review the person before
they are convicted to help determine the punishment for the crime, and once again before
being released from prison. The review is done by a civil jury, which is unfair. With the
current fear and hysteria, nobody is going to want to let a sex offender out of prison or jail
at all, because they think all sex offenders are a threat, which is false! So basically the civil
commitment is prison all over again without due process of law. That is why it needs to be a
jury of professionals and also a couple human rights personnel.

Shaming

By having the registry, neon green license plates, wearing of an “I am a sex offender” t-
shirt, signs posted in the yard or neighborhood, or being placed into the paper, this is all
shaming. And by doing so, it puts major stress on the offender, their family and children

due to the harassment they receive from many people.

A lot of people think shaming is a good idea and protects them, but it does not. Think back
in your life, were you ever harassed or shamed? How did you like it? Didn't feel good did

it?

By shaming people in this manner, it makes it impossible for them to keep a job, find a new
job, find housing, etc. A lot of times it forces the husband or wife to leave them due to the
stress of the situation, thus increasing the offenders stress levels. And by doing this, without
any support from the public or family, the likelihood of someone re-offending increases
drastically. Now how is that protecting anyone? Now the child is missing a mother or father

* whom they need. :
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It may seem like a good idea, but it’s another “feel good” issue which does nothing to
protect the public and in the long run, puts them more at risk. And in a way, is another way
of entertainment. Like the shaming of people on TV which everyone loves. You may be

next!

How would a sign in the persons’ front yard protect anyone? Yeah, you know who they are,

‘but, it only opens that person up to constant harassment from “friends”, neighbors and

anyone else who may be passing by. If a person who had a sign in their yard really wanted
to commit another crime, this will not stop them.

The same goes for the neon green license plates and GPS. It’s just more public humiliation.
Many families can only afford one car, so what if the husband, wife or children were
driving the car and some vigilante seen the green neon plate and harassed them, ran them

off the road, or worse? Then what?

If a person, who had the plate, really wanted to commit another crime, all they would have

to do is walk, ride a bicycle or borrow another car. Even if they drove the car with the plate,
do you think if they pulled up next to a child, that child would walk behind the car to see if
the plate was neon green? Does this give the kids the impression that if the plate is not neon

green, it’s ok to ride with that person?

Legislation

Children are good ploys to get votes and that is why you always hear of someone passing a
law in a child’ name. They know if a child’ name is attached to it, nobody will vote against
it. They could deny you the right to bear arms by attaching some child’ name to it whom
was killed by a gun and you would vote for it, besides, if it protects one child, it’s worth it,

right?

But, while they are protecting one child, they are ruining thousands more. Here is a couple
examples, which I'm sure will shock you.

o Young Lives Destroyed

e War on Toddlerism

e 8 Year Old Charged For Sexual Conduct
¢ Young Boy Faces Rape Allegation

Evil In The USA

e Sexually Aggressive Children
e Underage Sex Authorities Grapple With .

Also, why do you think you always see people running for some office, have their children
on the commercial or stage with them? It’s so you will see the children and think they are
great, are doing it for the children, so you will vote for them and makes their wallets fatter.

Follow the money trail.

Can’t you see this? Eventually they will attach some kids name to a bill which violates one
of your rights. Then I’ll bet you see my point of view.

In my opinion it should be illegal to attach some child’ name to a bill.
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It's a game to the state politicians. Each one says they have the strictest laws in the country,
and it’s like a race to see who can punish sex offenders the most. Again, they do this for
votes and to "look good" in your eyes, all the while, knowing the laws will not work.

They are always throwing out statistics and are never telling you where they got the
information from. Anyone can throw out some number on the news and everyone doesn’t
even question where the facts came from, so they believe them. If you do your own home
work, you will see they are flat out lying. They exaggerate these numbers for ratings and to
keep you glued to the screen, and to instill fear and hysteria for their own agenda and

ratings. It's like sex, it sells.

Just recently I heard a video online with Mark Lunsford. He said "repeat offenders always
repeat”. Duh, that is why they are called repeat offenders, but he didn't tell you that not all
sex offenders reoffend. Just look at the Bureau of Justice Statistics (also below), it's there in
plain English. Again, he doesn't want you to know the truth, so he can get your sympathy
and bring more money to his business, even though it's a "non-profit". He also didn't tell
you, nor did the media, that child porn was found on his machine (Click here). So why was
he never investigated? Where did the child porn vanish to? Also John Couey mentioned that
- she did not appear to be a virgin (Click here). I'm not sure if that is true or not, but did they
investigate it? Probably not. I personally feel like he's using his daughters death to benefit
himself to make him rich and famous like John Walsh. He's even wanting to run for office.
Give me a break! Also, on this same video, he said "never in the history of man kind has
anyone ever been cured.” No where did he get that from? Nobody is cured, it's like
alcoholism or drug issues, but, if a person is given therapy one the first offense, I can almost
guarantee you the rate of sexual abuse will go down drastically. But he doesn't want that
because then he'd not have a business now would he and a lot more would be shut down as
well. Same with John Walsh, he's been blaming a sex offender for his sons death, and it has

never been proven that it was a sex offender.

If they were truly there to provide realistic news instead of some entertainment, then they’d
show you where the statistics come from, like reporters did in the past. But the media is

about entertainment now and money, not about true news. They also find people who will
support what they want you to believe instead of getting several professionals with various
views so you can decide for yourself. They should also have sex offenders on so that the

other point of view can be shown as well. Many sex offenders have sent email after email to
these people, and they simple delete it and never let you hear what other people are saying. -

Many sex offenders will admit what they did was wrong, and provide you with what they
think would work 1o help decrease the recidivism rates, but that doesn’t bring good ratings,
so it is squashed. People love to see sex, people being busted by the "COPS", humiliated on
TV, horror and death, etc, just open your eyes. What are you watching on TV?

| All I ask is do NOT believe everything you are hearing from people, get on Google and
look for yourself! You will see what I am saying is true.

Housing

People are being evicted from their homes which they have bought and paid for and lived in
for many years, most since childhood. And when they are evicted, it is nearly impossible to
~° find another place which is within the law. Almost 99% of hotels, motels and lodges have
swimming pools, which a sex offender can not be around, so those are off limits. Some
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states say you cannot be XX feet from a bus stop. Bus stops are constantly changing;
therefore sex offenders will constantly have to move over and over and over again. With the
buffer zones being enforced, almost 80% or more of the county or state is off limits. They
have to live somewhere. Just look at Florida, they are forcing many offenders to live under a

bridge. This is just so wrong.

Also, now, when someone goes to get another place to stay, that person who owns the house
or runs the hotel or motel, look the person up on the sex offender registry, and the person is
then denied. This is discrimination. You cannot deny someone from living somewhere
because of their race, sex, religion or criminal history. Yeah, I know, sex offenders do not
fit this agenda, but it's still illegal. But it’s being done on a daily basis.

If you don’t want them “in your backyard” then the state should pay for a place for them to
stay. Or pay for them a plane ticket and enough money to leave this country. I’m sure every
one of them would leave in a heart beat.

Housing prices will also drop due to a sex offender(s) living in the neighborhood and
nobody wants to buy a home near a sex offender. People will not be able to sell their homes
either and their house value will drop. So, the neighborhood bitches and screams until they
person is forced to move, or, if they stay, they are harassed and/or beaten, or killed.

. Also, if a sex offender is mentally ill like many people say, where is their disability checks?
Do they get tax breaks due to not being able to use the parks, live in hotels, motels, etc? If

not, why not?

Employment |

Anytime you go to get a new job and fill out an application for employment, there is this
little box which asks if you’ve ever been convicted of a felony. Most sex offenders leave

that empty, because they know if you say yes, you will be denied a job.

So the above makes it almost impossible to find any job. And if they do find a job, then it’s
some job which barely pays enough to even live by. '

For people who are currently employed, many employers now, due to the hysteria, are
doing background checks. Once the background check is done, and they know you are a sex
offender, you will almost 100% of the time loose your job, unless you have a boss who is
willing to work with you, which is rare. I know of one person who was a programmer for 11
years and their boss knew everything about them, but when the company was bought out,
the new owner did background checks, and this person lost a highly paid job, which had
nothing to do with children at all. This is total discrimination. '

Myths, Facts & Statistics

The links below are to various sites which explain to you the facts about sex offenders. I do
not personally agree with 100% of these, but they are provided for your education.

Since the media and politicians do not use the facts and distort the truth, how can they really
expect the public to act rationally when they are given lies? Oh I forgot, they do that
-—— - because fear and hysteria bring more ratings and more money. So hopefully these links will



Page 9 of 13

open your eyes.

ABC News: Five Myths About Sex Offender Registries

Bureau of Justice Statistics '

CSOM Publications - Myths and Facts About Sex Offenders

Facts About Adult Sex Qffenders

Factoids and the Sex Abuse Panic

Office of the Attorney General - Megan's Law - Facts about Sex Offenders

SEX CRIMES - FEARS & FACTS!

Sex Offender Management in the Federal Probation and Pretrial Services System
Sex Offenders Myths And Facts

Reality vs Myth :

Twenty Findings of Research on Residential Restrictions for Sex Offenders
Sex offenders: Throwing away the key

Sexual Violence: Fact Sheet

Sex Offender Resources

~ And here is a quick extract from the Department of Justice web site.

NOTE: Keep in mind, these are overall crime statistics, not just related to sex offenders.

e Child Victimizers

o Approximately 4,300 child molesters were released from prisons in 15 States in
1994. An estimated 3.3% of these 4,300 were rearrested for another sex crime
against a child within 3 years of release from prison.

o Among child molesters released from prison in 1994, 60% had been in prison
for molesting a child 13 years old or younger.

o Offenders who had victimized a child were on average 5 years older than the
violent offenders who had committed their crimes against adults. Nearly 25%
of child victimizers were age 40 or older, but about 10% of the inmates with

adult victims fell in that age range.
o Recidivism

o Ofthe 272,111 persons released from prisons in 15 States in 1994, an estimated
67.5% were rearrested for a felony or serious misdemeanor within 3 years, '
46.9% were re-convicted, and 25.4% re-sentenced to prison for a new crime.

o The 272,111 offenders discharged in 1994 accounted for nearly 4,877,000
arrest charges over their recorded careers. '

o Within 3 years of release, 2.5% of released rapists were rearrested for another
rape, and 1.2% of those who had served time for homicide were arrested for a
new homicide. ,

o Sex offenders were less likely than non-sex offenders to be rearrested for
any offense — 43 percent of sex offenders versus 68 percent of non-sex
offenders. ’

o Sex offenders were about four times more likely than non-sex offenders to be
arrested for another sex crime after their discharge from prison — 5.3 percent
of sex offenders versus 1.3 percent of non-sex offenders.

e Sex Offenders
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o On a given day in 1994 there were approximately 234,000 offenders convicted

- of rape or sexual assault under the care, custody, or control of corrections
agencies; nearly 60% of these sex offenders are under conditional supervision
in the community.

o The median age of the victims of imprisoned sexual assaulters was less than 13
years old; the median age of rape victims was about 22 years.

o An estimated 24% of those serving time for rape and 19% of those serving time
for sexual assault had been on probation or parole at the time of the offense for
which they were in State prison in 1991.

o Of the 9,691 male sex offenders released from prisons in 15 States in 1994,
5.3% were rearrested for a new sex crime within 3 years of release. -

o Of released sex offenders who allegedly committed another sex crime, 40%
perpetrated the new offense within a year or less from their prison discharge.

Media

The media, as well as uneducated politicians are to blame for the “sex hysteria” which has

" whipped the public into a panic. Now, anytime a man is seen with young children, even if

they do not have anything bad in mind, people freak out and call the cops, thus wasting law
enforcements time on checking into stuff and making sure someone is or isn’t a sex

offender.

They constantly demonize sex offenders so it’s easier to hate them and get laws passed, or
for vigilante justice. -

The media is constantly throwing out statistics without providing sources to those statistics.
Anybody can throw out some numbers to scare people and bring them more ratings and
money. You can look at the Bureau of Justice web site (or above) to see statistics from a
1994 study, or other sites with facts about sex offenders (some above), and you will see
what they are saying is incorrect. It brings more viewers and more ratings, thus more
money. The intent is good, but when you do not have the true statistics, you make things

* Jook worse than they really are. Children are abducted by strangers, but the overall “stranger

danger” is a myth. Most sexual related crimes that involve children occur by someone the
child knows, like a family member or close friend. Just look. i

'The media is always using the words sex offender, predator, child molester and pedophile as

if they all mean the same thing. The label "sex offender” covers many different kinds of
people, like people urinating behind a building, due to a bathroom not being nearby, or the
restroom is occupied. People who also streak in public, like football or tennis matches are
now being labeled a sex offender. Also mooning will get you labeled a sex offender. Young
children, playing doctor, like a 8 year old and a 10 year old, are being labeled a sex '
offender, or, a 15 year old and a 18 year old who are both willing partners in sex, when later
someone finds out and the parents call the police, now the kids life is ruined and he’ll be a

sex offender for life. And lately prostitu

Here are a couple examples:

o Example 1
o Example2 -
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Example 3
Example 4

Example 5

Example 7

Other Comments

e When will people ever realize no matter how tough on crime, all the zero tolerance,
all the registries in the world will not prevent a murderer from murdering, a thief from
stealing, a dealer from dealing, a user from using, a rapist from raping? Accusations
on any sex crime, child abuse, or domestic violence will literally nail your butt to the
wall! No DNA has to be present, no violence has to be present, HEARSAY ALONE
IS LITERALLY NAILING THOUSANDS AND THOUSANDS OF PEOPLE TO
THE WALL BECAUSE OF THE BIASNESS IN THE LAWS.

« We need to not group all sex offenders into one group as if they are all like John
Couey. They are not all the same and sex crimes cover a wide range of offenses.

VVideos

¢ Click here to view the videos.

Possible Solutions

1. Buy every sex offender in this country a passport and a one way ticket out of the
country so you can push the problem off to someone else who has more of a brain.
Then you'd be rid of the problem. I'm sure 100% of the offenders would leave
Communist USSA in the blink of an eye. No more problem!

2. If we must keep the online registry, then only those who are deemed high-risk should
be on the registry, all others should be removed from the online portion of the '
registry. I’d rather see the registry be removed off line completely, but I know that
will not occur. The reason is due to harassment the high-risk offenders will be
enduring. Let the police monitor it, like it was before. Every 5 or 10 years, the high-
risk offenders should be allowed to be re-evaluated to determine if they are still a
high-risk, and if not, then they should be allowed to go before the court and petition
the court to be taken off the registry. Low and medium risk offenders, who are off the
online registry, but on the registry monitored by law enforcement, should be allowed
every year or two to petition the court to be re-evaluated and re-categorized or
removed from the registry and restrictions all together, but nobody, even violent

predators should be punished for life.

I also think, if we must have a registry, we really just need a general registry for all
violent crimes, like murder, DUJ, drugs, high-risk sex offenders. I think the public
has a right to know about these folks as well as sex offenders.

But again, I think if society knew about all these people, everyone would live in a
constant state of fear, which is not good. ‘
3. Instead of making buffer zones, designate places sex offenders cannot go to. This
_ way, at least they can walk or drive without violating some law. The buffer zones do
not work, and make it impossible to find a place to live that is within the law. You
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can also make it so they cannot loiter, or cruise around these places. But simply
driving by is fine. The buffer zones also force many into homelessness or to go
underground, or unable to live with family where support is, and endangers society.
You cannot just say “any place kids congregate”, this is far and wide, and you need to
designate places offenders cannot go, do not leave it up to them to guess if something
is legal or not. The law should tell you where you cannot go so there is no question
about it.

4. Therapy should be mandatory in prison and jail for ALL criminals deemed to need it.

- If they do not get the treatment, then they will remain in prison or jail. Before they get
out of prison or jail, they need to be fairly evaluated by a professional staff of a
couple therapists, DOJ staff and a human rights worker. And if they are deemed a
high-risk still, then they should be allowed to go before the court again and get
another trial to determine what the new sentence is to be. If they are not a high-risk,

" then they should be let free to be able to live their life as any other citizen and without

the constant monitoring for life.

5. For people who go to prison for any sexual crime toward a child, they should be
segregated from the general population. Otherwise, they will be harassed, beaten and
possibly killed, and I'm sure everyone is aware of this. Also young offenders should
be separated from older offenders so more victims are not created.

6. GPS should only be placed on high-risk offenders. GPS is very expensive and most
offenders are poor and cannot afford to pay the extensive fees associated with GPS.
This would save a lot of money and time, due to having to only monitor a couple
offenders instead of thousands. Also, if the public wants GPS on offenders, then the
public should pay for it, Why should the offender be made to pay to obey the law?

I personally think that if we implemented the above, life would be better on everyone. No
matter how many laws you pass, it will NOT prevent future crimes, that is a proven fact.

Final thoughts

All these laws should only apply to repeat offenders (people who've committed more than

one sexual crime), for those who only made a bad mistake once, they should not be

punished by these laws just because of a couple idiots. How would you like to be banished

from your town because some Nazi starting causing trouble or you could no longer drink

alcohol because so many people are getting DUI's and killing people? Isn't fair is it! Thatis
all I'm asking. Only for repeat offenders, leave the rest of the people alone!!

We must put aside anger, fear and hate and think rationally and logically to come up with
solutions that last, not have "knee-jerk" reactions to violent crimes and pass 100 more laws.

Please consider what I have mentioned.

Have you read Joe Duncan’ blog which he commented on before he killed Dylan Groene
and his parents? Check it out here:

. htm://www.cnm.com/ZOOS/US/07/04/duncan.blog/index.html

__Ready for the edge of your seat? Check out tonight's top picks on Yahoo! TV.
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We won't tell. Get more on shows you hate to love
(and love to hate): Yahoo! TV's Guilty Pleasures list.




Rogers, Laura

From: SRS ynsiaansh

Sent: Saturday, July 28, 2007 2:43 PM
To: GetSMART
Subject: Public comment on the propsed Adam Walsh Act

Attachments: SEX OFFENDER LAWS.doc

The Adam Walsh Act is one of the most ill-conceived acts ever considered.
The following article by Amanda Rogers sums up the issues using logic, rather
than political motivation or media ratings hype.

SEX OFFENDER LAWS PUMMELED

http://www.americanchronicle.com/articles/ viewArticle.asp?articleID=31444

07/07/2007

SEX OFFENDER LAWS PUMMELED AS GAP BETWEEN BEING TOUGH ON CRIME
AND BEING SMART ON CRIME WIDENS '

Washington D.C.: In a desperate attempt to keep the flow of misinformation alive,
John Walsh of America's Most Wanted - who has always sought vengeance over

prevention (and makes a ton of money doing it) assembled a small group of
parents whose children have been murdered, whether by a registered sex offender
or not and went to Capitol Hill last week to push for yet even more ineffective and
blatantly vindictive laws in the name of a handful of murdered children.

The group called "The Surviving Parents Coalition," enlisted the servic.es of a PR

(public relations) firm. This is important to note as, in the words of Eugene
Kennedy, quoted from the New York Times: " You call in public relations operatives

when the truth won't do."

The coalition’s PR company: ( R.M.S. PR) sent out a press release that the group
would be meeting with a few "fools on the hill" last week in Washington urging
them to "declare war on sex offenders.” Declare war? There was also to be a press
conference. To date, I have seen only one single article covering this event -
evidence that Mr. Walsh and his entourage have pushed the envelope too far.
Vengeance against 600,000 plus people for the actions of the handful responsible
for the despicable crimes which took the lives of these parents' children cannot
continue. The silence upon Capitol Hill last week spoke volumes and sends a clear

and powerful message: It is no longer enough for the American people for elected
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officials to look "tough" on crime. The American people want legislators to be
"smart" on crime - to focus on prevention, not retribution.
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Across the nation, a growing number of top mental health experts, law
enforcement agencies, and victim advocacy groups are becoming fed up with
costly, ineffective, and counter-productive sex offender laws, and they are
speaking out. The over-inflated balloon of hype and hysteria which has been the
platform for creating and passing much of the legislation is deflating as factual
data on the issues surrounding sex crimes comes to the forefront.

For example, ALL of these laws focus on former registered sex offenders
who statistically are responsible for a miniscule 3% of new sex crimes.
That means that 97% of new sex crimes will be committed by someone
who is NOT a registered sex offender. To put it in perspective, out of the 400
Dateline " To Catch A Predator" stings only 4 out of the over 400 caught were
actually registered sex offenders. So then, WHY are all these laws only targeting
those on the registry that pose the lowest risk to society?

The tide is turning and lawmakers who don't want to be left holding the bag for
the miserable failures that have been created in the name of protecting the public
are taking notice. With the exception of the three "fools on the hill” that are still
trying to make a name for themselves via deception and who have obviously not
done their homework. Those lawmakers being: Senator Joe Biden-(D) DE,

Congresswoman Debbie wasserman-Schultz -(D) FL , and Congressman Al Green-
(D) TX.

Multiple states across the nation are delaying and in some cases even outright
refusing to comply with the Federal government's mandate of the Adam Walsh Act
passed last year in a closed door session, at the bequest of Rep. James

Community notification laws, residency restrictions, and all the other "one up
man-ship" policies that have been set into law to date haven't protected a single
child and it has cost the American people dearly. These laws have torn a huge hole
in the fabric of our society. ALL of these laws have been based on a handful of
tragic and brutal crimes, some involving someone with a previous sex offense and
some not. America's children have a greater chance of being struck by
lightening than by having their child abducted. The crimes are horrific but
they are in fact, extremely rare. The majority of sex crimes are not
committed by strangers or even registered sex offenders, yet that is who
John Walsh and others constantly focus on when lobbying for laws
against everyone and anyone with a past sex charge, whether for Romeo
and Juliet relationships or kids caught playing doctor. Everyone has been
lumped together and publicly slandered by vote hungry politicians and the
ratings hungry media, trying to convince us that everyone on the sex

offender registry is a child molesting, incurable pedophile capable of

murdering a child at any given moment. Bulls**t, If all registered sex
offenders posed that kind of threat to the public, we'd be neck deep in the bodies
of murdered children just by walking out our front door. Think about it.
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Lawmakers are (finally) doing their homework. They are finally beginning to pour
over the numerous reports which government agencies and mental health experts
have compiled and that the taxpayers have paid for regarding recidivism, types of
offenders, factual data and the negative consequences of the plethora of ill
thought out legislation.

Sex crimes are down? That's no surprise. I wonder how many cases will never see
the light of day because family members fear the wrath of these laws and keep

sexual abuse "within the family” to themselves instead of reporting it? How is this
protecting children or helping to solve the problem?

The ever growing group of organizations and individuals who have read the

mountains of data and oppose laws like community notification, residency
restrictions, and the Adam Walsh Act include, but are not limited to:

Patty Wetterling

Nancy Sabin

‘The Jacob Wetterling Foundation

Franklin Zimring, law professor University of California at Berkeley

Scott Poland, past president of the National Association of School Psychologists

Robert Prentky, a psychologist and nationally renowned expert on sex offenders in
Bridgewater, Massachusetts

Kansas .department of Corrections
Iowa County Attorney's Association
Colorado Department of Public Safety
Towa Coalition Against Sexual Assault
Minnesota Department of Corrections
NACDL

Montana Treatment Association
California Coalition on Sex Offending

Therapy Key
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SATA

ETAY

My5th.org

NAESV

American Bar Association
JIAG

Dr; Jill Levinson PhD

Dr. Fred Berlin

I don't know what's worse, someone who exploits a child sexually or someone who

makes a career out of exploiting their own child's tragic death for personal gain at
 the expense of thousands of others (and their families,) who had nothing to do

with the perpetration of these heinous crimes. .

Amanda Rogers - 7/03/2007
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VRosengarten, Clark

From: Rogers, Laura on behalf of GetSMART
Sent:  Monday, July 30, 2007 11:47 AM

To: Rosengarten, Clark

Subject: FW: Docket No. OAG 121

From: Mark Levine [puuiitusiuimmmis@uuinomp
Sent: Sunday, July 29, 2007 6:02 PM

To: GetSMART

Subject: Docket No. OAG 121

Response to the USAG/SMART Office Proposed Guidelines

I have just read the proposed guidelines. There are so many absurd statements, conclusions and proposals that
} don't know where to begin. First of all there’s this...

“The availability of such information helps members of the public to take
common sense measures for the protection of themselves and their families, such as declining the
offer of a convicted child molester to watch their children or head a youth group, or reporting to
the authorities approaches to children or other suspicious activities by such a sex offender. Here
as well, the effect is salutary in relation to the sex offenders themseives, since knowledge by

n0se around them of their sex offense histories reduces the likelihood that they will be presented

with opportunities to reoffend.”

The public doesn't need help in making common sense decisions, that's because common sense is, by definition,
something that people use intuitively! Simply repeating fear promoting statements over and over again does not
make them true. We learned that about Irag. THE FACTS ARE that there are absolutely NO (and | do mean
none, zero, nada, zilch) studies that have demonstrated that public notification of sex offenders leads to a
reduction in sex offenses. The above assumption is just that, an assumption. If you take the time to read the
scientific literature you will find that public notification does not and has not protected one single child from

molestation any more than plain old common sense.

These proposals make several other erroneous assumptions. One is that every sex offender is a pedophile.
And there is a huge difference between sex offenses involving teenagers and those involving pre-adolescent
children. The latter are pedophiles, the former are not. (Look it up in the DSM-IV- TR).

These proposals build erroneous conclusions on top of erroneous conclusions. We aiready know that public
notification does not prevent child abuse. For one thing 90% of sexual abuse are by people well known to the
child. Public notification only leads to harassment of the offender and THEIR CHILDREN. Now these
guidelines want to make it easy to terrorize vehicles that might be driven by the offenders teenage child or spouse
or parent. Not only are these guidelines implying that individuals should be researching government websites
every time they meet someone new, but now they are supposed to be memorizing license plates and vehicle
descriptions of every one on the list (and review it daily!!!)y WHERE IS THE DATA TO SUPPORT THIS

GUIDELINE?7???277?7
’ _You are taking a bad faw that doesn't work and throwing more junk on top of it.

telephone numbers so families can be harassed all day at work (cell phone) and home??!!!!l Do you want people
adjust to society or are you simply trying to isolate individuals and families further, something that ALL experts

«1 the mental health profession know leads to greater recidivism, not less.
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. /Aind emails......?77 Clearly the people who wrote these guidelines never use the internet. So you want EVERY
email address used? So if an offender creates several hundred or thousand of emails (only takes two minutes
for each one), you want to keep track of every one (because local law enforcement agencies have nothing better
*o do) and have someone appear in person every time they create a new email address?  And then you will list
all hundred (or thousand) of email addresses? And then you seriously want to give this information to the public
so that offenders personal computers (used at home by their children and spouse and parents, etc) and their
computers at worked can be targeted for every disabling virus known by man. v

Has anyone read the studies or listened to the Congressional testimony from the experts from the University of
New Hampshire? They spell it out clearly that the children who succumb to online advances are the same
children who are having problems offline. In other words, if parents abuse their children, emotionally,
physically or sexually they will be at high risk for online seduction. Healthy children from well adjusted families
have never been reported to meet a “predator” offline. The other fact the University of NH experts reported was
that people talking to teenagers online almost never hide their real age. This is why although there are
thousands of online contacts each day, it is extremely rare that a teenager engages with a person offline.

Then there's that last line in the paragraph | quoted above from the proposed guidelines. Public shaming and
isolation are the two most effective means of INCREASING recidivism. It's almost as if increased recidivism was
the intended consequence of these proposals. The reasons why these laws keep getting updated is because the
original law doesn't work. And the original law was based on faulty assumptions so of course adding more junk
to the original law will not help. Then a few years from now, people will be trying to come up with more laws,
equally absurd as these. STOP IT NOW!

Thank you.

Mark Levine

7/'20/’7()07



Rogers, Laura

From: Wayne Goodman [quuuuunuummeny

Sent: Wednesday, July 18,2007 8:08 PM
To: GetSMART
Subject: Docket No. OAG 121

Docket No. OAG 121

To Whom It May Concern:
RE: Comments on SMART

| recently read about the proposed guidelines concerning sex offender registration. | do not support
many of the requirements in this legislation because most offenders who have "paid" the price for their
crime have re-integrated back into society as productive, law abiding citizens. This proposal contains
many requirements whose effect is to “undo” the progress made by those who committed a sex crime
in the past, and perpetuate the societal “red scarlet’ for life. People in our society commit many crimes
for which they are punished. But a sex crime is the only one that carries essentially “lifetime”
registration and banishment. This legislation is well-intended but ill-advised. DOJ statistics show sex
offenders have a lower recidivism rate than most other offenders. Most offenses are committed by
someone already known to the victim. This legislation jumps on the “bandwagon” of public sentiment,

but it is not good public policy.
W.S. Goodman
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Rosengarten, Clark

From: Rogers, Laura on behaif of GetSMART
Sent: Monday, August 06, 2007 10:46 AM
To: : Rosengarten, Clark

Subject: FW: Docket No. OAG 121
Importance: High
Attachments: Response to proposed regulation.doc

From: Joel Falco

Sent: Wednesday, August 01, 2007 12:16 PM
To: GetSMART

Subject: FW: Docket No. OAG 121
Importance: High

~-----Text Version Below-----
July 31, 2007
To Whom It May Concern:

“here are many items in the referenced proposed regulations to which 1
-expressly object. However, in order to ensure brevity, I will not address
them individually, instead I will address the overall intent and direction

therein.

People want to live in a safe society. This is a worthy goal and the

ultimate expression of the function of government. Laws limiting behavior
are therefore necessary. People want to live in a risk-free society. This

is the ultimate folly and the source of countless revenue to the pockets of
lawyers milking money from all sides, victims and victimizers as well as the

general public. :

These sex-offender laws restricting the otherwise legal behaviors of
individuals who have been previously found guilty of a sex-related offense
fall into the later category. While wrapped in the comfy-cozy language of
ensuring the safety of the public, they only result in re-victimizing the
offender's family while not increasing public safety one ounce,

Why will safety not be increased? Simple, recidivism statistics gathered by

the office of the Illinois Attorney General show that overall recidivism for

sex-offenders in Illinois is under 36% and for those that completed an

approved sex-offender treatment program, the rate is well under 10%. This
- is far lower than any other felony conviction.

You may say, yes - but even one more victim is one too many. True, but that
victim will (or will not) be there irrespective of this law. Obviously,
fear of consequences was insufficient to prevent the first incident

asulting in the original conviction. Why should it be sufficient to
prevent the second? However, with parents and others feeling safer with
this law in place, it ignores completely those individuals in public places
who have not yet offended (or at least been caught). With new convictions
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at an all-time high, this is the greater risk - not a repeat offender. This

law is a useless panacea to give people an unrealistic illusion of safety

while doing nothing to actually provide that safety. The problem is far too
ridespread in our highly sexualized society.

Certainly there are very high-profile cases of repeat offenders that make
national headlines. These are the exceptions, not the norm and they exist
within every criminal classification. Why single out these offenders? Why
not a national registry of drunk drivers? More people are killed and

injured annually by drunk drivers than are assaulted by sex offenders. Why
not a drug dealer registry? There are more drug pushers lurking near
schools than dirty old men. Psychological counseling may help a victim of
abuse, but it takes much more than that to recover from heroin addiction.

Convicted sex-offenders, while detestable to many, have done what all other
released offenders have done. They have paid the penalty imposed by society
for their crime(s). Post release, they have the same right as every other
citizen to gainful employment and to provide for their families. Preventing
this ultimate right (and responsibility) re-creates a dangerous environment
for the offender causing additional risky behavior and causing greater
potential for re-offending than this proposed regulation will prevent. In
simpler terms, this very regulation will result in more sex-offense

victims - not less.

Where does it all end? All offenders want to be able to put their past
behind them and to move forward. Laws such as this make it impractical if
not impossible. The rules for those who "toe-the-line" keep getting
tighter. There is no let up in sight. Where is there any "reward" for good
behavior? Every practitioner of counseling or motivation understands the
nature of the "carrot and the stick". Both are needed to modify human
ehavior. Regulations like this totally eliminate the carrot. I understand

~ sohn Q. Public not wanting to give any rewards to a sex offender. But why
should the sex offender follow the rules if they only get tighter every
year. This causes many offenders to slip out of the system altogether. It
is obvious that causes a far greater risk. In the recent past, the offender
knew if he behaved for ten years, he would be off the registry and "be
free". This is no longer true, now it is life for nearly all.

And who pays? As previously mentioned, new convictions are at an all-time -
high and getting higher. All these people are entering a system they can
never leave. Who is monitoring them and a what cost? The men and women in
probation and parole offices around the country are doing a very commendable
job. But they are overworked, understaffed, and underpaid. These are
society's first tier in protection. But laws like this are making their

" jobs impossible. Too many are totally burnt out, too many are leaving what
they know to be an impossible situation. In Illinois it is nearly August
and there is still no budget approved. Even if they tripled the budget for
sex-offender tracking it would not fill the gap created by this law. More
offenders have slipped out of the net than they have the resources to catch.

Who to track? Obviously trying to increase the total pie to restrict all
offenders, we need to look at that subset of re-offenders and focus limited
resources where the greatest good is achieved. Laws already call for
offenders to be counseled and treated before release from the system. Those
that comply, have only one offense, and are assessed as a low-risk of
re-offense should be monitored for a few years and released from the system
(assuming no re-offense). This is the carrot. Laws such as this should

wen only apply to the remainder. Resources would then be sufficient, a
.arrot-and-stick approach provided, and true safety increased. This
regulation, as written, provides none of this.

R/IKIINNT



Rogers, Laura

From: (N

Sent:  Thursday, May 24, 2007 6:31 AM
To: GetSMART
Subject: Adam Walsh law

The laws proposed are too long and complicated. It might make more offenders go underground. Keep it
simple. Just do a connection with existing laws, so that the information can be shared with all the states.
Making it too public endangers the public.

Ron Burns

R
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Rogers, Laura 5{/ E

From: Connie S. Norris gl

Sent:  Thursday, July 19, 2007 6:01 PM
To: GetSMART
Subject: SORNA

Please reconsider passing this bill. it does not help or protect any of us. We are suspose to be a country with
rights and fair and just laws, but with all the new laws and rules regarding sex offenders our rights are
disappearing. These people have families and children, they need homes to live in and jobes to provide for them, -
to get on with their lives and make something of themselves. Taking away a place for them to live or not being
able to find a good job, or being treated like scum is not helping them and will only make them want to lash out at
someone. Not all people are a danger to children, most of these so called sex offenders just made a mistake, they
deserve to have a second chance.We need to go after the ones who are a real danger the ones that kill, or rape a
child. then they need to be kept in prison. All this other they keep passing, in the name of a child needs to stop....
just to get more money for the states and to look good itis just causing kids to be afraid of everyone. | am sorry
this may be too long, and | am not good at writing. | want to be proud of living in America but right now lam
ashamed of our country. .

Thank you,,
Connie S. Norris

Q/TRNNNT



Rogers, Laura

From:
Sent: Monday, July 30, 2007 7:27 AM
To: GetSMART '
Subject: Docket #OAG121 -opposed

As a Viet Nam era veteran and mother of three, | am apalled at the absurd and cruel intentions of this proposal.

Not only does this legislation fail to protect children, it in fact endangers children further. No research has been
shown these laws are effective. They punish families and innocent children. This is the United States of
America. Surely we can do better.

Thank you. Alyce Wenger
Denver Colorado.

Get a sneak peek of the all-new AOL.com.
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Rogers, Laura qmwk
From: DN
Sent:  Tuesday, July 24, 2007 11:29 PM

To: GetSMART
Subject: Sex offenders

To whom this may concern,

I just have to begin by saying that I am so angry at the way things have, are and always will be handled
by the government. I am a victom of sexual abuse and I am so sick and tired of hearing all these new
laws and guidlines. It doesn't really matter anyway how much you do it is never going to stop this from
happening. I have never had the chance to just get closer from had happened to me because I hear about
things like this everyday. I have two daughters and I am very careful with them and teach them well.
That is what is going to stop sex offenders. NOt some stupid licsense plate. Educate!!!!! T am sure we

“can all think of something better to spend tax dollars on.

AOL now offers free email to everyone. Find out more about what's free from AOL at AQL.com.
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Rogers, Laura

From: e R
nt: hursday, July 26, 2007 12:23 AM
- GetSMART '
Subject: DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE Docket No. OAG 121; A.G. Order No. 2880-2007 RIN 1105~
AB28 : .

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE Docket No. OAG 121; A.G. Order No. 2880-2007 RIN
1105-AB28 is a waste of tax payers money and a waste of time. There is not one instance

where sex offender registration has helped one child.

Moreover, the sex offender registry only causes more people to be victimized and
compromises the rights of the people. I am a registered sex offender and this has only
caused me to be homeless, present condition, and has caused me to loose jobs in the past.
My children suffer as dose my wife; be aware that this is a problem for many people.

Please don't implement Docket No. OAG 121; A.G. Order No. 2880-2007 RIN 1105—-AB28, the
SOR hasn't helped to protect children in 13 years and it will never work. Look at your own
numbers, child sex offenders re offend at a rate of only 3.3%, this means that 96.7% never

re offend.

By supporting this you will be misleading the public to believe that these crimes are

committed by strangers, this is not the case: in 95%
(19 in 20)of all cases the perpetrator is well known by the victim, they are usually a

close family friend, relative, or significant other to the victim's parent.

Yes we need to get smart about this and the only way to get smart is to educate the public
about the facts of child sexual abuse and steer them away from the stranger danger myth
that is endangering the lives of our children.
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Rogers, Laura
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From: GNP

Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2007 10:18 AM
To: GetSMART
Subject: Adam Walsh Act

This act did not stop Joshua Lunsford from putting his hands down his girlfriends pants!! How is it going to stop
‘anybody else? These laws are not protecting anybody!! If you are going to talk about child safety - how do you
explain the formew who had sex with a 16 year old girl (consent age is 18) and
then had someone take pictures!! He only got a slap on the wrist!! Explain to the common folk who have to live
under a bridge the logic in that???

This is nothing but a bunch of dirty tricks
1.
H.R. 4472 never debated in the full US House!

2.
H.R. 3132 is repackaged by the House

3

’*T.he Childrens Safety Act must be approved by the Senate which is stalled on S. 1086 and cannot go to the
Senate floor, per Frist, unless or until the hate amendment is withdrawn. '

4. :
Tier levels - Utah Department of Corrections, studies show from 1992 to 2004 out of 400 offenders, only two

offenders reoffended! Majority of offenders are not dangerous, this is a public safety issue!
We can do better.

dphoebe

See what's free at AQL.com.
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Rogers, Laura
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From: Cumas@nmGc_—n

Sent:  Tuesday, June 12, 2007 12:01 PM
To: GetSMART
Subject: OAG Docket No 121

There are so many problems associated with this proposal its hard to know where to begin. First comment; Why
would you require all offenders who are registered to comply with this? According to your own DOJ study, RSO's
have the lowest recidivism rate of all offenders. [%5.3 according to your own study] If an offender has complied
with all requirements during sentencing and probation and has not reoffended, why would you require additional
requirements? Those offenders should gradually be released from the registry and its requirements. Instead they
are in a climate that, regardiess of how well they comply they, continue to have more restrictions and
requirements heaped apoun them. Many of these SMART proposals are difficult to understand and comply with,
thus making rearrest more likely. This creates an atmosphere of bitterness and hopelessness. Many RSO's had an
onetime, youthful, relationship with an underage partner and have moved on in life with a spouse, children,
employment, and live a stable, productive, lifestyle. Years have passed and they have payed their debt to society.
‘These proposals would destroy that. Second comment, Some of these proposals would list private information of
~~individuals who are not on the registry, such as email addresses, license plate information of vehicles, telephone

numbers ect. This information will make it much easier to harass or harm offenders and their friends and family.
Where are their rights in these proposals? Third comment; Listing publicly an offenders place of employment will
cause a huge jump in offender unemployment. RSO's have a difficult time obtaining employment allready and
employers will be reluctant to hire offenders due to the associated stigma if that employment is made public. |
need not explain all the problems unemployment causes. Finally | believe that, if these proposals are enacted,
~ they will create a climate in which offenders will harbor resentment, bitterness, and fear and they may act outin a

violent rage. | believe that will be inevitable unfortunately with these proposals. Particularly those who have their
lives back on track. These guidelines lump all offenders together as violent predators- who will reoffend, when in
fact your own study states otherwise. Modify these guideline to where they only apply to the really dangerous

offenders most likely to reoffend. Gerda Eads



Rogers, Laura

From: Eric Eads NN
Sent:  Thursday, July 19, 2007 6:06 PM

To: GetSMART
Subject: Comments

There are so many problems associated with this proposal its hard to know where to begin. First comment, Why
would you require all offenders who are registered to comply with this? According to your own DOJ study, RSO's
have the lowest recidivism rate of all offenders. [%5.3 according to your own study] If an offender has complied
with all requirements during sentencing and probation and has not reoffended, why would you require additional
requirements? Those offenders should gradually be released from the registry and its requirements. Instead they
are in a climate that, regardiess of how well they comply they, continue to have more restrictions and
requirements heaped apoun them. Many of these SMART proposals are difficult to understand and comply with,
thus making rearrest more likely. This creates an atmosphere of bitterness and hopelessness. Many RSO's had an
onetime, youthful, relationship with an underage partner and have moved on in life with a spouse, children,
employment, and live a stable, productive, lifestyle. Years have passed and they have payed their debt to society.
These proposals would destroy that. Second comment, Some of these proposals would list private information of
individuals who are not on the registry, such as email addresses, license plate information of vehicles, telephone
numbers ect. This information will make it much easier to harass or harm offenders and their friends and family.
Where are their rights in these proposals? Third comment; Listing publicly an offenders place of employment will

~._cause a huge jump in offender unemployment. RSO's have a difficult time obtaining employment allready and
employers will be reluctant to hire offenders due to the associated stigma if that employment is made public. |
need not explain all the problems unemployment causes. Finally | believe that, if these proposals are enacted,
they will create a climate in which offenders will harbor resentment, bitterness, and fear and they may actoutina
violent rage. | believe that will be inevitable unfortunately with these proposals. Particularly those who have their
lives back on track. These guidelines lump all offenders together as violent predators who will reoffend, when in
fact your own study states otherwise. Modify these guideline to where they only apply to the really dangerous
offenders most likely to reoffend

who

are not

TN 1/70N07



Rogers, Laura

From: C——
ant: Saturday, July 07, 2007 7:14 PM

¥ GetSMART
Subject: Docket No. OAG 121

I have grave concerns about the Sex Offender Registration and Notification Act and its
implifications for adolescents and adults with developmental, cognitive and mental
disabilities. As a member of a support group for adoptive families who are parenting
children/adults whose brains were damaged by prenatal alcohol exposure, I have seen
several cases of adolescents and adults, who because of acts which the legal system deemed
inappropriate sexual behaviors, are now sex offender list registrants. Some have no
understanding of why they must register or why there are now restrictions on where they
can live or work. '

One has threatened to kill himself, saying his life is over.

Elizabeth Soden
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From: ]
Sent: Tuesday, July 31, 2007 6:19 PM '
To: GetSMART

Subject: Comments on proposed guidelines

The most dnacceptable portions of these guidelines are based on the tier designations,
which have little relationship to actual risk. Designations should be based on
professional risk assessment, not on the opinions of legislators.

Risk assessment should be subject to change according to increased stability or
destabilization of registrants, psychiantric assessments, current family and community

assessment, and other factors shown to be important to risk.

Too much of this is based on false data. Recidivism of sex offenders is low (as verified
by Department of Justice data), but the assumption seems to be that all registrants are
looking for a chance to reoffend, and to do so more dangerously than before.

I am the wife of a registered offender whose crimes were committed 19 years ago. He
touched an 1ll-year-old through her clothes, and thus he cannot be classified as Tier I.
He also "failed" initial probation, primarily because of symptoms of depression (he was
not allowed treatment for this--they said treating the depression would "reward" him for
offending). His probation was revoked because of "lack of enthusiasm" for the
"treatment." Notably, after prison, he did not do well in a second treatment program
until he was allowed to receive appropriate psychiatric treatment. Why should he be
punished for his feelings of failure, guilt, and uselessness by Tier II designation?

It is well known that parole or probation violation may be technical, sometimes depending
more on the attitude of the parole or probation officer than on the actions of the
parolee, and may have nothing to do with criminal inclination.

Most important, and probably like many registered offenders, he avoids relationships and
iituations where reoffence could be a temptation. Furthermore, like most of those who
have offended against someone living in the same household™ (although not legally related),
he has NEVER, even before he was caught, when his behavior was escalating, been a danger
to anyone outside of our home. Had he not been caught, he would have been a danger to
our grandchildren. Had he not been caught, he could have entered into Internet
pornography. He was caught and he took responsibility for what he had done.

Having to register anywhere he spends 7 days means we cannot visit our family as we would
like to because we will not do anything that requires their addresses to be listed on the
Internet. The daughter who rents her home could conceivably be evicted if it were known
that her father, a registered offender, visits her. How does interfering with’
relationships serve to protect the children of the community?

These rules make no allowance that I can see for the problems of aging. Within a few
years, neither he nor I will be driving. At some point, we will be more-or-less home
bound. With the length of required registration, you will have more and more registrants
who are unable to present themselves in person anywhere. And you will have a percentage
who, because of age-related dementia, cannot remember either that they have to register,
or when. Is dementia to be considered a felony? And of course there is the problem of
housing--will registrants be allowed in assisted living or nursing homes?

There is concern about publishing e-mail addresses, not for the loss of privacy of people
who have never committed an offence via computer, but for those who could conceivably get
together in a pornography or enticement scheme. Yet most who molest children do so
secretly; this is not normally a group crime. Meanwhile, my husband cannot legally
participate in education or family communication via the computer because I refuse to have
our privacy violated by giving out my address, etc.

Publishing car licences likewise poses a danger, both to the registrant and to the family.
Jur daughter and granddaughter scmetimes borrow our van. I am nearly always with my
husband in that same van because neither of us likes to-drive alone. It's one thing for

1



the police to have a record of that license, but publishing 1t on the Internet 15 tota.lly
unacceptable.

Another point: The statement that the registration information is not to be used wrongly
is completely useless. We know. There was several thousand dollar's worth of vandalism
to our home by a neighbor (known to be psychotic--he believed we sprayed .poison from our
attic vents). The police knew who did it. We knew. But there was no evidence and he did
.ot physically attack--he only terrorized us in subtle ways. There are always unstable
people who will take advantage of the published lists for vandalism, harrassment, or
murder. :

And how does the registry protect against the 95% of sex crimes committed by those who
have never been caught?

This law clearly assumes that registrants have no family, and serves to isolate
registrants from family, friends, and community in such a way that it may well exacerbate
the very behavior it is intended to prevent.

PeoplePC Online
A better way to Internet
http://www.peoplepc.com




Rogers, Laura Mt - prwatc

From: m
Sent: Tuesday, July 31, 200 :

To: GetSMART
Subject: Docket Number: OAG 121
Importance: High

I would like to submit the following comments for consideration by the Attorney General
regarding The National Guidelines for Sex Offender Registration and Notification, A.G.
Order No. 2880-2007, RIN 1105-AB28.

As the wife of an individual who was wrongly accused and is now forced to comply with the
never-ending always changing laws that only

aﬁgly to the middlegclass and below! The Sex Offender Registration

and Notificatffon Act (SORNA) guidelines don't work.

Since the enactment of the Jacob Wetterling Crimes BAgainst Children and Sexually Violent
Offender Registration Act (42 U.S.C. 14071) in 1984, thousands of individuals were grand-
fathered into a registration system that was broken from the beginning.

Based on my research in the State of Illinois, there are people listed as non-complaint
who are dead. Others are in jail, but the registration system still shows them out in
public.

Instead of changing the rules using the Adam Walsh Child Protection and Safety Act of 2006
(Pub. L. 109-248), why not fix the existing system.

Allow the individuals who have never committed another sex crime to be removed from the
registration system.

Also, take into consideration the "She Said, He Said" factof.

What is the "She Said, He Said" factor?

The "She Said, He Said" factor is NEVER discussed because the actual criminal is the
13-14-15 year old girls who file false charges against their fathers just because they are

mad at them. There is NO DNA available so guess who goes to jail - He does!

Don't get me wrong, if the individual has committed a number of sex crimes and/or killed
someone regardless of age of the victim - they belong on the registration list.

Stop punishing the "TIER I" offenders and their families.

I am a victim of the punishment of a "TIER I" offender! Stop changing the rules because I
feel like I'm living a NAZI state - the State of Illinois.

Thank you for your time.

G
]



